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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE ARE ENABLED to state that the publication of the 
‘report of the Legal Procedure Committee will not be 
postponed much longer. It has been circulated as a 
confidential document amoung the judges, and cannot be 
made public until they have dealt with it. 


Tue Lorp QxanceLLor commenced his sittings with 
‘the Court of Appeal at Lincoln’s-iun on Thursday last, 
and .will continue to preside there on Thursdays and 
Fridays until.the Long Vacation. During the same 
period the Master of the Rolls. will sit. with the court on 
Mondays, Tuesdays,.and Wednesdays in each week. 





Ir 1s HARDLY NEcESsaRY to point out that, in view of 
these arrangements, it does not appear probable that 
the vacancy on the~bench of the Court of Appeal will 
be filled up until after the long vacation, The patronage 
“is in the hands of the Prime Minister, 


) ceveccceeserdecee eeeees eos 729 





Tue nEsutt of the:absence of the*Master of the Rolls 
from his court during the last two weeks has been to 
enlarge his Saturday list of petitions, short causes, and 
motions to alarming dimensions. A Jarge number of 
matters in this list have stood over, and both suitors and 
practitioners will welcome the return of the learned 
judge on three days of the week. 


Two or THE CHANCERY couRTs have been blocked 
during the last fortnight with cases of exceptional mag- 
nitude. Vice-Chancellor Bacon has just.concluded a 
case relating to submarine telegraphs iv ‘which, .as the 
learned judge plaintively remarked, the pleadings and 
evidence extended to upwards of 1,000 pages of printed 
matter. Vive-Chance)lor Hatt is in the midst.of.a case 
relating to. certain .gold mines in India, several of the 
briefs in which consist of large volumes. about.six inches 
in thickness. 





THE pounr we expressed (ante, p. 520) as to whether 
the construction of the Infants’ Relief Act, 1874, 
adopted by the Chief Judge in Ea parte Jones, Re 
Jones, was correct, has been fully borne ont by the de- 
cision of the appeal in that case, the members of the 
Court of Appeal having unanimously dissented from the 
decision of the Chief Judge. “The words of the Infants’ 
Relief Act,” said the Master of the Rolls, “were per- 
fectly general, and could not be restricted so as not to 
apply to trade debts, and an infant could not, by filinga 
liquidation petition, by adopting a proceeding which 
would only be valid if he was an adult, alter his 
status.” The point decided‘is that an infant debtor who 
has traded (but without expressly representing himself as 
of full age) cannot be adiudicated a bankrupt in ‘respect 
of a trade debt contracted, and upon an act of bankruptcy 
committed, during his infancy. The question whether an 
infant trader can be adjudicated bankrupt in respect of 
a debt contracted under an express representation by him 
that he was of full age, is not expressly touched by the 
decision, but the reasons given by the Master of the 
Rolls seem to be conclusive that he cannot, 





Tue Surriement to the London Gazette, containing the 
titles of nearly 2,900 dormant accounts in the books of 
the Chancery Paymaster, to which we referred last week 
as in courseof prevaration, appeared earlier than we antici- 
pated, being stimulated, no doubt, by the questions which 
were asked in Parliament. It is stated that no informa- 
tion will be given by the Chancery Paymaster respecting 
the money or securities standing to the accounts men- 
tioned in this list until he has been furnished with a 
statement in writing by the solicitor requiring such in- 
formation of the name of the person on whose bekalf 
he applies, and that in such solicitor’s opinion the appli- 
cant is beneficially interested in such money orseeurities. 
This precaution cannot be called unnecessary, bat con- 
sidering that the object of the Legislature in requiving 
this list periodically is to enable persons entitled to the 
funds in court to apply to the court for payment, the 
account as published cannot be said to supply sufficieut in- 
formation. There are to be obtained in the Central 
Office of the Supreme Court many details which would 
assist legitimate inquiry. For example, the names of the 
solicitors who were originally concerned in each ease. could 
be extracted from the books there, and if added to this 
list would give material assistance. In one respect the 
form of the list published in the G@azetie does not 
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comply with the 91st rule of the Chancery Funds 
Consolidated Rules, 1874, pursuant to which it purports 
to be published. The rule says the list is to be a 
list of the “titles of causes and matters.” The inter- 
pretation clause (rule 2) says that ‘‘‘ title of cause’ shall, 
with respect to causes commenced since the 1st of Novem- 
ber, 1852, mean the title of the cause with reference to the 
record in the following form—viz. (A.v. B.,1874, A. 100).” 
Throughout the whole list of forty-two pages of the 
Gazette, the reference to the record is not once to be found. 
Now, this reference is the principal clue by means of 
which any one may search for and lay open the mysteries 
of the dormant fundsin chancery. In every case to which 
rule 2 applies, this reference is on the books of the 
Chancery Paymaster, and might have been easily supplied. 
The absence of it, and of the other information referred 
to above, detracts greatly from the utility of the list. 





TxeE supcmeEnt of the Court of Appeal in the case of 
Angus v. Dalton was, on the 14th ult., affirmed by the 
House of Lords. We discussed the judgments in the 
Court of Appeal at the time when they were pronounced, 
and took occasion to point out some of the considera- 
tions involved in the two conflicting views of the subject. 
It is obvious that there are two possible bases for pre- 
ecriptive rights—viz., long enjoyment per se, and long 
hostile enjoyment. It has never before been distinctly 
laid down in English law upon which of these two bases 
prescription depends. The recent judgment in the 
House of Lords goes a very long way in the direction of 
establishing the first-mentioned as the true basis. The 
judgment of the Lord Chancellor, so far as may be 
judged from the reports in the daily papers, certainly 
runs counter to what has been the general notion of the 
law in many respects. There are many dicta to the 
effect that the Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71), s. 
2, only applies to positive, and not to negative, eage- 
ments. The Lord-Chancellor’s judgment negatives the 
distinction between the two classes of easements. We 
are disposed to think that lhe may be so far right as that 
the distinction is not, in point of principle and expe- 
diency, correct, but there are words in the 2nd section 
of the Prescription Act which may be considered to favour 
the distinction so far as that section is concerned. The 
enjoymentis to be by a person “ claiming right thereto 
(i.e, to an easement) without interruption.” See also 
section 5, where the words “as of right’’ occur. Those 
words, it might be urged, look rather as if a hostile 
user was contemplated. It is, perhaps, rather a stretch 
of ordinary language to say that a man doing a perfectly 
lawful act on his own land claims right to an easement. 
It is part of the ordinary enjoyment of the land that 
the light comes to it, that it supports buildings, &c. 
‘There is no right separate from and superadded to the 
land, no easement claimed by the persons who use the 
light or support. Whereas a man who exercises a posi- 
tive easement—i.e., does some act wrongfully affecting 
his neighbour’s land—does, in the ordinary use of lan- 
guage, exercise an easement as of right. It seems to us 
that it is the negative character of the easement, coupled 
with these words in the Act, that constitute the strength 
of the contention that the Prescription Act, section 2, 
applies only to positive easements. But the words may 
merely be meant to exclude cases in which the user is 
permissive, and it seems strange if the easement of 
support may be acquired at common law by prescription 
or by lost grant, that it should have been omitted from 
the Prescription Act. We take it the true view of the 
doctrine of lost grant is that it was merely invented to 
obviate the effect of proof that the enjoyment commenced 
within legal memory, and that it must stand on the same 
kind of enjoyment as prescription. So that the whole 


question comes back to the question what is the basis of 
prescription? It seem to us that if the Jaw were to be 
constructed afresh, the justice of the case would be thata 
much shorter period of prescription should be required in 





the case of an easement hostilely exercised, and one law- 
fully exercised, for obvious reasons. If a man ch to 
acquiesce in the exercise of acts that would afford a 
ground of action, he does that which makes it just to- 
presume a grant against him. But the fact that a = 
does not interfere with lawful acts that it is perfect! 
competent for his neighbour to do, gives rise to no pre- 
sumption against him of a similar character. But, not- 
withstanding, after a great lapse of time it is a greater 
hardship that the long enjoyment of the one should be 
interfered with than that the other’s right should be~ 
restricted, though he have been guilty of no laches, and 
have done nothing to justify any presumption against him. 
We are somewhat disposed to regret the judgment of the 
Houseof Lords, because, though we think that rather than 
that thereshould be no prescription for support, the period 
had better be the same as in the case of other easements, 
yet, if the judgment had been the other way, the law 
might, by the Legislature, have been put on a footing 
more consistent with what we conceive to be justice. 
Twenty years seems to us too short a period in the case 
of support, for many reasons which we have not space- 
now to go into, 





Tue FvrerriveE Orrenpers Birt, a Government Bill, 
which has recently passed the House of Lords, is an 
amplification of, and improvement upon, the Act 6 &7 
Vict. c. 34, which bears the colourless title of ‘‘An Act 
for the better apprehension of certain offenders.” The 
scope of this legislation, which the ease and frequency 
of travelling communication between all parts of the 
world seems to render absolutely necessary, is simply 
the apprehension at home of colonial offenders, and the 
apprehension of home offenders in the colonies, and we 
observe that in the present Bill occasion is taken to 
provide for the apprehension in any one colony of an 
offender charged with an offence committed in any other 
colony. The original Act contained ten sections only, 
while the present Bill contains forty-two clauses. It is 
provided by the third and principal clause that ‘ where 
a warrant has been issued in one part of her Majesty’s 
dominions for the apprehension of a fugitive from that 
part” a judge, &c., “in another part of her Majesty’s 
dominions, in or on the way to which the fugitive is or 
is suspected to be, if satisfied that the warrant was issued 
by some person having lawful authority to issue the 
same, may indorse such warrant, . . . and the 
warrant so indorsed shall be a sufficient authority to- 
apprehend the fugitive in the part of her Majesty’s: 
dominions in which it is indorsed, and bring him before 
a magistrate.” The words in italics are new, and strike 
us as being rather vague and difficult to work. It is 
also new, but seems to be desirable, to allow a Bow- 
street magistrate, as well as a Secretary of State, to 
indorse the warrant. The offences to which the Bill is 
to apply are rather awkwardly defined. By 6 & 7 Vict. c. 
34, s. 10, a warrant is not to be indorsed except in case 
of treason or felony, ‘‘ or unless the depositions appear: 
sufficient to warrant the committal of such persons for 
trial.” The offences within the scope of the Bill ara 
‘* treason and piracy, and every offence, whether called 
felony, misdemeanor, crime, or by any other name,” 
which is punishable where committed by “ imprisonment 
with hard labour for a term of twelve months or more, 
or by any greater punishment.’’ If Colonial statutes 
were as accessible as English statutes are, this would do- 
well enough ; as it is, unless the Bow-street magistrate 
is prepared to adjourn to his Inn of Court library, there 
may be great practical difficulty in discovering what. 
offences are or are not within the Acte Would it not be 
better to include as offences under the Act all offences 
described as “ extradition crimes” by the Extradition. 
Acts, and no other offences ? 
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. THERE sEEMS TO BE & good deal of justice in the 
strictures passed in many quarters with reference to the 
circumstance that in the Bend Or case the Duke of 
‘Westminster was allowed to give evidence from the 
bench. This objectionable distinction between noble 
witnesses and ordinary witnesses probably has its 
origin in the practice of accommodating noble spec- 
tators with seats on the beneh during the hearing of 
We hope that the architect of the 
new Law Courts will put a stop to this by providing no 
more seats on the bench than are needed for the judges. 
A court of justice is the least suitable of all places for 
the display of deference to rank or social position, 





Ur to Wepnespay tast the new list of funds undealt 
with for fifteen years had not been posted up in the 
usual place in the corridor adjoining the Chancery Pay- 
master’s office, and the result has been a considerable 
influx of practitioners to consult the old list, 








DIVISIONAL COURTS. 


Ir is difficult to exaggerate the importance of the pre- 
cedent set by the Queen’s Bench Division in re-hearing, 
before a court of five judges, the case of Richardson v. 
Saunders. The question involved was one of construction 
of the Education Acts, whether a father causes his child 
to “‘ attend ”’ school, if he send the child to a school at 
which the school authorities decline to receive it, on the 
ground of non-payment of the school fees, A divisional 
court consisting of two judges, Lindley and Lopes, JJ., 
had held, in February, that a father could not be con- 
victed in such a case (Richardson, Appellant ; Saunders, 
Respondent, 29 W. R. 631, L. R. 6 Q. B.D. 
313). In the present month, the same father was 
summoned by the same School Board, and the justices 
declined to convict upon the authority of that de- 
cision. But they again stated a case, which came on 
in due course to be argued before another divisional 
court, consisting of Lord Coleridge, 0.J., and Manisty, J. 
Upon Richardson, Appellant; Saunders, Respondent, 
being cited as a binding authority, Lord Coleridge is 
reported in the Times to have said, that “ it had been held 
by the Court of Appeal that in such a case there would 
be no appeal, as it was in effect a criminal charge. 
That being so, recognizing as he did the respect which 
was due to the judgment of his brethren in a similar 
case, thongh he doubted the decision, and was disposed 
to think that the law as it stood allowed of a conviction 
in such a case, yet as he should be reluctant, even if his 
learned brother concurred with him, to overrule that 
decision, and as even if they did so the decision would 
not settle the law on the subject, being a decision of two 
judges against two, he should suggest that it would be 
well to avail himself of the provision of the Judicature 
Act, 1876, allowing of a court being constituted with a 
larger number than three in any case of importance, and 
therefore he should propose that a court of five judges 
should sit to hear the case.” A court of five judges sat 
accordingly on Monday last, and overruled Richardson, 
Appellant ; Saunders, Respondent. The question was 
admittedly one of great public importance and difficulty, 
so as to justify this kind of re-hearing, if such a 
kind of re-hearing could in any instance be justified. 
But it is material to examine the sections of the Judica- 
ture Acts upon which the constitution of the court 
depended. 

By section 45 of the Judicature Act, 1873, all appeals 
from petty sessions may be heard by divisional courts, 
whose decision “shall be final’? unless special leave 
to appeal be given. By section 47 of the same Act, 
“*no appeal shall lie from any judgment of the High 
Court in any criminal cause or matter,” and it has been 
held that an appeal from justices upon a case arising out 





) 


of a summary conviction is a criminal matter within this 
section : Blake v. Beach (L. R. 2 Ex. D. 335). By section 
17 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Aet, 1876, ‘* every pro- 
ceeding in the High Court shall be disposed of before 
a single judge,” provided that divisional. courts may 
be held in such cases as may be determined by rules of 
court. 
The section then proceeds as follows :— 


“And any such divisional court shall de constituted 
of two judges and no more, unless the president of the 
division to which such divisional court belongs, with the con- 
currence of the other judges of such division, or a majority 
thereof, is of opinion that such divisional court should be 
constituted of a greater number than two, in which case such 
court may be constituted of such number of judges as the 
president, with such concurrence as aforesaid, may think ex- 
pedient: nevertheless the decisions of a divisional court shall 
not be invalidated by reason of such court being constituted 
of a greater number than two judges.” , 


The above paragraph is, no doubt, a very salutary one, 
and its powers have been not unfrequently exercised, 
especially in registration (see, for instance, Bennett v. 
Atkins, 27 W. R. 231, L. R. 4 ©. P. D. 80); revenue 
(see, for instance, Gilbertson v. Fergusson, L. R. 5 Ex. 
D. 57), and otherwise important cases (see, for in- 
stance, South-Eastern Railway Company v. The Rail- 
way Commissioners, 28 W. R. 464, L. R. 5 Q. B. D. 
217), so as to constitute a divisional court of three in- 
stead of two judges, but never, so far as we have been 
able to discover, so as to constitute a court of five judges, 
(‘* Five at the least,” we may observe, is the quorum for 
the Court for Crown Cases Reserved under s. 47 of the 
Judicature Act 1873. “Three” is the quorum for the 
Court of Appeal under s. 12 of the Judicature Act 1875, 
and for the House of Lords under s. 5 of the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act.) However, it is absolutely clear that 
a divisional court of five could sit before the amalgama- 
tion of the Common Pleas and Exchequer Divisions, 
although it is equally clear that no more than five could 
sit, because the concurrence of a division was required ; 
but it seems to follow from the Order in Council under 
which the amalgamation took place that a divisional 
court of fifteen judges of the Queen’s Bench Division 
would be legally constituted. 

But the question remains, whether the paragraph 
which we have extracted was intended to set aside the 
rule of practice that one court is bound by the decision 
of a court of co-ordinate jurisdiction. No doubt before 
the Judicature Acts the rule, or rather exception, 
was well recognized, that in cases not admitting of 
an appeal, each court was at liberty to follow its 
own opinion (see Vaughan v. Weldon, L. R. 10 C. P. 
57), and this rule or exception was followed in rela- 
tion to appeals from summary convictions by cases 
stated under 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, from which there 
was before the Judicature Acts, as well as after them, no 
further appeal. But now that the pre-existing self- 
sufficient Courts of Queen’s Bench, Exchequer, and Com- 
mon Pleas have been consolidated into one High Court of 
Justice, it may be gravely doubted whether the reason for 
the old practice is not done away with. If the High Court 
when sitting to hear appeals from petty sessions is a final 
court of appeal, why should it not follow its own 
decisions with the same uniformity of practice as the 
House of Lords does? The precedent, however, is set, 
and may occasionally be followed in future. It has, of 
course, much to be said in its favour on the ground of 
public convenience, at a period when the legislation 
which is occasionally necessary to correct the mistakes 
or conflicting decisions of judges cannot easily be set in 
motion. 

The case upon which weare commenting isa “ strong ” 
instance of its being exercised, for the new practice is 
adopted to the prejudice of a person who had been 
successful by due course of law in a criminal proceeding 
against him. It is adopted, too, not for the purpose of 
producing harmony where decisions conflicted, but for 
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the:purpose of reviewing a decision not much more than 
four months old. A. /ortior’, therefore, it would seem 
desirable that a court of more than two strong should, 
on the first practicable occasion, be convened to decide 
of the two conflicting Cecisions, Bury v. Cherryholm 
(L. R. 1 Ex. D. 467), and Mellor v. Denham (L. R. 4 Q. 
B. D. 241), which ought to prevail. It was held in the 
former case that bye-laws under the Education Acts 
ean be enforced although they clash with the Factory 
Acts. It was held in the latter case that they cannot 
be enforced if they so clash. ‘There is a great deal 
to be said on both sides.” There is no appeal (Mellor v. 
Denham 5 Q. B, D. 467). 








THE IRISH LAND BILL. 
VII. 


We resume the consideration of this Bill at the com- 
mencement of Part 4, the point at. which we had, arrived 
at the end of our last artiele. 

To any legislation founded on the lines which we have 
-pointed out.as,alone, of.all schemes that.have been pro- 
posed, really efficient, the provisions of this part of the 
Act-wonld»be wholly superflucus: the value of the statu- 
tory tenant-right once fixed, and the power of the land- 
lord to evict.limited to such right of purchase of that 
right as already described, all the elaborate machinery of 
sections 12, 13, and 14 would become inapplicable, and 
might: be removed from the Bill without detriment. But 
even on the hypothesis that the Legislature is determined 
to:proceed entirely on the lines of the. Bill as drafted, 
these. sections. will require very considerable alteration if 
they are to be made workable, or even intelligible. 
Where a tenant sells without notice of an increase of 
rent, the purchaser ought to stand precisely in the shoes 
of the vendor, and should have all the same rights and 
remedies in case of an attempted increase of rent that 
his vendor would have had if the tenancy had not been 
_»sold,.and ne others ; in other words, he should come in 
28. ‘t present. tenant within the meaning of the Bill; 
this right the Bill very properly gives him by the inter- 
pretation clause, and any further enactment on the sub- 
ject is unnecessary and confusing. Moreover, as the 
Slause stands, it would seem to prohibit any rise of 
rent,at any time, however long, after the sale of a tenancy 
without notice of such intended rise, the effect of which 
would be to compel every landlord, as a matter of 
common form, to give notice of rise of rent on every 
occasion of sale, just as yearly notices to quit used to 
be given, as matter of course, to every tenant from year 
to year in Ireland. That such notices would be trouble- 
some and annoying to both landlord and tenant is 
obvious,.and any enactment tending to multiply them 
can hardly be considered desirable. Section 12 should, 
therefore, be omitted in any case. 

‘The object of section 13 would be better attained by 
an enactment that the landlord’s only remedy for non- 
payment,of nent should be a sale, by the sheriff, of the 
tenant's interest, without prejudice to the right of the 
tenant to redeem within the six months now allowed by 
Jaw, in cases. where he did not concur in thesale. As his 
concurrence would, by getting rid of the redemption, 
Jargely increase the selling price of his interest, he 
would have an obvious inducement to concur in every 
case where his right was of any real value. The pro- 
visoes at the end of this.section are.wrong in principle. 
Proviso (1) wehave already.dealt with. The remedy in 
the case of the breach of a statutory condition other 
than for payment of rent should be by action on the 
covenant, with a right to sell the tenant’s interest— 
without power of redemption—for the payment of the 

and costs. The tenavt ought, however, to be 
entitled to the surplus proceeds of such sale. 

Section 15is obscure. If if means that the sub-tenant 
is to be liable to the superior landlord for the rent, and to 





be entitled to thetenancy, payable. and: enjoyed. by the 
evicted tenant, it deprives the tenancy of such.mesne 
tenant. of any saleable value: if it:means that .he is to 
have as against the superior landlord the same rights and 
to be subject tothe same obligations as he had, and was 
to be subject to,.as against his immediate lessor, it is 
manifestly unjust, as:it would enable the mesne lessor to 
-confer,:as against his own lessor,; greater rights on a 
third party. than he d himself. If the section is 
to stand at all, it should be limited to those cases .where 
the sub-tenancy was. created with the knowledge and 
consent of the superior landlord, or where its incidents 
were not less favourable to him than the possession of 
the land. 

Section 16 is simply absurd, and would give to an 
artist to whom a cottage and. potato-garden was let for 
the summer season all the rights and immunities of a 
copyholder of the land. 

Section 17 is an extension of the most objectionable 
provision of the Land Act of 1870: one which has in 
practice been of the most serious injury to the tenantry, 
as it has prevented the landlords in numberless instances 
from ‘‘ meeting them half-way,” or at least has given them 
a plausible excuse for refusing to do so, for fear that any 
such concessicn might hereafter, notwithstanding an 
agreement to the contrary, be deemed to have per- 
manently increased the value of the tenant-right. Berides, 


‘the idea that tenants of holdings rated between £50 and 


£150 are incapable of making independent bargains for 
themselves is an insult to the whole population of Ireland, 
however plausibly the like allegation may have been made 
with respect to persons little (if at all) better off than 
daily labourers. Section 18 is unobjectionable, and may 
even, a8 the Bill is framed, be occasionally useful. 

Part 5 of the Act is not only unobjectionable but 
desirable, though.we think that it would have been much 
better ina separate Bill; at any rate, the Commission 
required to work it should not have been in any way 
mixed up with the question of landlord and tenant. It 
is always an error to submit to the same body administra- 
tive and judicial functions, and it is doubly an error—it 
is an injustice—to.do so when the duties of the Com- 
missioners as administrators are inconsistent with the 
exercise of judicial impartiality. 

The peculiarity of part 6 of the Bill is, that no 
one, outside of official circles, has a word to say in its 
favour. There are, indeed, men found to prefer that tae 
questions of tenant-right.and fair rent shall for all time 
be subjects of litigation, perpetually renewable at inter- 
vals of fifteen years, rather than concede the principle 
of quasi-partnership involved in ‘‘ Judge Longfield’s 
scheme,” and there are men found, amongst those well 
acquainted with Ireland, to prefer that all questions 
relating to the occupancy of land should be controlled 
by “‘a really strong court,” rather than left to the 
mutual action of owners and would-be occupiers. But 
there is no one anywhere, landlord or tenant, Liberal or 
Tory, who does not say that, with the very best inten- 
tions, the County Chairmen have proved, in the past ten 
years, wholly incompetent to undertake this duty, and 
that any attempt to intrust to them the working out of 
theextensive powers and enormous discretion conferred on 
‘the court” by the present Bill, must inevitably end in 
disastrous failure. It is the one point upon which 
Messrs. Gibson, Shaw,.and Parnell (and anyone interme- 
diate between those limits) speak with the same mouth. 

Such a court, however, though very objectionable, might 
possibly not prove absolutely unworkable, if there were 
provided an efficient court of appeal. The cases under 
the Act.of 1870 which were capable of being taken to 
“the Court for Land Cases Reseryed” (consisting 
practically of all the Irish judges of law and equity) 
were, on the whole, settled to the general satisfac- 
tion: that is to say, the law was atthoritatively, 
and by common consent correctly, determined ; 


even those who thought the law wrong admitted that 
the decisions were right, and the murmurs, such as they 
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“were; were in’ no'‘case’ directed against'the'court. In 
«most 6f'the’cases, however, which ‘arose under this Act, 
the appeal lay, not to the court we have mentioned, ‘but 
to the judge who’ happened to take the ‘civil‘business at 
‘the next. assizes held'in ‘the county,’ and very’ different 
was ‘the estimation in which these were held. ‘Not‘that 
-anyoné doubted either the ability or the impartiality of 
the judges, but it was the universal feeling, at least 
in Ulster, that such questions could only be satisfactorily 
séttled by a permanent tribunal, of special qualifications, 
of which the highest legal authority was one,»but only 
-one, out of several. Such a court is, we presume, in- 
‘tended to be supplied by the proposed Land Commission. 
Let us see how that may be. We pass over the objection 
“to-any judicial body, and most of all a Court of Ultimate 
Appeal, holding a lucrative office at the pleasure of the 
*Orown, because we understand that the Government 
have intimated their intention of abandoning that 
proposal, which would, we should have thought, have 
been sufficient to condemn any scheme, however well 
conceived in other respects. 

The first thing that strikes us is the recurrence of 
~what may be called the “fixed Whig idea”: three all- 
ypowerful, irresponsible ‘“ Commissioners.” ‘The results of 

this idea, as successively embodied in the Endowed 
Schools Commission, the Irish Church ‘Temporalities 
Commission, and the Railway Commissior, are hardly 
such as to recommend it for universal adoption, and the 
admixture of judicial and administrative duties, which 
ruined the first-named of these, converted the second 
into an intolerable tyranny, and would probably have 
rendered the third odious had they not cut the knot by 
simply ignoring the administrative part of their work 
altogether, is here reproduced in-an aggravated form. 
‘How can any landlord have confidence in the decisions 
of a tribunal on the question of fair rent, when he knows, 
sand they know, that the very next day ‘the.same men 
mmay be engaged, in the discharge of their duty to the 
(public, in depreciating the selling value of his land, 
under the powers of section 28 (1)? How can any 
‘tenant feel satisfied with the decision, without appeal, 
on a question of tenants’ improvements of three gentlemen 
‘who:will in all probability be, as trustees for the public, 
the largest landholders in the kingdom, and who will, at 
‘all events, have constantly before their eyes the prob~ 
ability of having to act on the provisions of section 24 ? 

But, grave as this objection is, it is by no means the 
most formidable. The Commission may act in any case 
“by any one of their body. Therefore, although weight 

is supposed to. be, given to its decisions by the presence 
-on it of a judge or ex-judge (we assume from ‘ection 34 
that he is not meant to ‘be its chairman, as he cléarly 
ought to be), either of the other two, as to whose 
‘qualifications we know absolutely nothing, may decide, 
in his absence, the most important questions of law, and 
that without even the power of appeal, given in all'the 
“preceding cases, from any one Commissioner to the whole 
body sitting together. As we presume that ‘A. B.” is 
‘intended to be someone of higher rank than a judge 
((or he would not be named before him in the Commis- 
sion), he is probably meant to be some peer or Privy 
Councillor whose only or principal recommendation for 
ithe office will have-been. political partizanship either in 
relation to this Bill or otherwise. And this gentleman 
tis to have in his power, without. appeal, save at his own 
‘option, the valuation and regulation of all the land 
in Ireland! Nay, more, ‘he must necessarily be such 
ithat,:were he the Archangel Gabriel in person, he would 
displease everbody : the landlords, who would see in him 
“merely a hostile politician: the tenants, who could not 
‘forget that he was either himself a landlord, or belong- 
‘img at any rate to the landlord class: and the county 
‘eourt judges, whose decisions would be at the mercy of 
& man without even such qualifications for the task as 
they themselves possessed. But this is not all: all 
‘these tremendous powers may be delegated to an 
@asistant commissioner, who may bea local valuer, or 





the landlord of an adjoining estate, or the tenant of the 
next farm, who is ‘to-have full*power to decide all 
qhestions of law and fact,and whose ‘proceedings are 
not to ‘be questioned by appeal, restrained ’ by “prohibi- 
tion, or removed by»certiorari ! Ex pede  Herculem. 
Take one quite;possible case. The estate of an infant 
requiring adjustment of rents;a person appointed by 
the Lord Chancellor is directed to re-value it: he does so, 
and on his report. the chief clerk certifies that there 
ought to be a moderate increase of rent: the case is 
taken before the Master of the Rolls, who-orders the 
increase, and this is confirmed by the Court of Appeal in 
Ireland: thereupon one of the tenants appeals to the 
county court judge—a sufficiently startling proceeding— 
but that gentleman not unnaturally declines to overrulethe 
discretion of the superior judges, and dismisses the case: 
thereupon the tenant appeals to the Land Commission, 
who have in the meantime authorized someone—no 
matter who—to act as assistant commissioner in the 
county, and this gentleman, who may be anybody, and will 
most probably be nobody, may not only override the 
decisions of the judges named, but proceed to fine the 
unfortunate minor severely for the judicial error (?) of 
the Master of the Rolls andthe Court of Appeal. And 
this decision cannot be questioned in any way, unless the 
Land Commission, as amatter of discretion, choose to 
rehear it under the powers of section 40(5). Is it 
necessary to say anything more to show why the pro- 
posed court has ‘been unanimously disapproved in 
Ireland? “Need we add another word to justify the 
terms in which we spoke of this court when we had 
occasion to refer to it in a former article ? 

The rest of the Act is mere detail and definition, and 
does not seem to call for any observation on our part. 








REVIEWS. 


WILLS. 
A TreatiszE on Witts. By Taomas Jarman, Esq. The 
Fourtn Eprtron. By S. Vincent, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law. H. Sweet. 


In this edition Mr. Vincent has had to deal with the 
decisions of ‘twenty years, and we think he deserves no 
little credit for the way in which he has dealt with them. 
So far as our investigations have gone (and we have had 
occasion to test the book in practice on several points) 
we are disposed to think that there is no falling off from 
the standard of the third edition, in which Mr. Vincent 
had the advantage of the assistance of Mr. Wolsten- 
holme. The recent cases are clearly and carefully 
stated, and their relative importance is well estimated. 
Moreover, we are glad to observe a judicious ignoring of 
what we may venture to term the random utterances 
and obiter dicta of eminent judges. For instance, the 
singular and gratuitous attack made in Ralph v. Carrick 
(L. R. 11 Ch. D. 873) on the rule in Sibley v. Perry, by 
Lords Justices James, Cotton, and Brett (which 
latter Lord Justice, having perhaps never ‘con- 
sidered the rule before it was mentioned in the 
case before him, volunteered the observation that 
“he should have no objection to be present at the 
funeral of Sibley v. Perry”), is not referred to by Mr. 
Vincent, who is certainly justified by the authority both 
of Vice-Chancellor Shadwell, in Pruen v. Osborne (11 
Sim. 138), and of Sir William Grant, in Harrington v. 
Lawrence (referred to in 11 Sim. 138), in treating Sibley 
v. Perry as a leading case laying down a rule or canon 
of construction. The decision in Ralph v. Carrick is of 
course properly stated. The book seems to us to be-well 
edited, and it ought to find its way on to the shelves of 
many practitioners. 
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CONVEYANCING, 


A Practica, Inrropucrion to Oowrveyancinc. By 
Howarp WarsurTon Etpuinstone, Barrister-at-Law. 
Szconp Eprrion. W. Maxwell & Son. 


This is an excellent book to put into the hands of the 
tyro in conveyancing. Principles are well and succinctly 
stated ; sufficient detail is added to impart interest to 
the statement, and the book is written in an easy and 
familiar style. On most of the leading branches of 
conveyancing, the information given is accurate and 
thorough. The new chapter on partnership deeds does 
not, however, strike us as one of the best in the book ; it 
is too sketchy and too much of a mere catalogue of the 
ordinary provisions of these deeds. It would have been 
useful to the student to have had some suggestions on 
the important modern field of conveyancing known as 

’ “company drafting,” and we may perbaps also suggest 
that the treatment of agricultural leases is unduly 
meagre. But the book is a very useful one, and this 
edition has been edited with care. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


DORMANT FUNDS IN CHANCERY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—The newly-issued list of funds undealt with for 
fifteen years prior to the Ist of September, 1880, con- 
tains some four thousand entries. There has, however, 
been great delay in the issue of this valuable document, 
as by the rules under the Chancery Funds Act, 1872, the 
list should be published triennially, the first being due 
in 1873; it did not, however, see the light till March, 
1877, and the second is only just issued. If a little 
gentle pressure were brought to bear on the authorities, 
more prompt compliance with the rules, as well as 
improvement in form of the list, might be looked for. 

The list should, I venture to suggest, be strictly 
alphabetically arranged, with cross-references to sub-titles. 
Solicitors and others have now to wade through the entire 
list with a very fair chance of missing the name sought. 
The last-known addresses of persons supposed to be 
interested, with the amount awaiting distribution in each 
case, might also be usefully added, together with the 
date of the last decree or order. 

If these suggested improvements in the form of the 
list were made, there is noreason why the greater part 
of the dormant funds should not be transferred out of 
court to their legitimate owners, andit is satisfactory to 
see that Mr. Stanley Leighton has drawn attention to 
the matter in the House of Commons. 

In going through the list the following entries struck 
me as likely to interest those of your readers who are 
lovers of the curious :— 

Bryant v. Story.—Account of the legacy bequeathed 
for the relief of widows and orphans of soldiers killed in 
war. 

In the matter of the proceeds of derelict property 
brought into the Port of Nassau in New Providence, and 
sold for the benefit of the rightful owner when appear- 


Drever v. Mawdesley.—The 100 years’ term account. 

Heyden v. Owen.—The account of the seamen be- 
longing to his Majesty's ships Decade and Argonaut. 

Kirkby v. Falconer.—The account of the unclaimed 
legacy of Sebastian Nash de Brissac. 

Matthew vy. Brown.—The account of Ann, servant 
to Jose Maria Ribiero, captain of a frigate, a legatee. 

Mellor v. Woodward.—The account of John Mellor, 
convicted of felony. 

Neave vy. Miller.—The slave compensation account. 

Price v. Bowrgot.—The ten hogsheads’ account. 

Shepherd v. Houghton.—The unpaid legacy account. 





Yates v. Rawlings.—The account of the 
holders who have not come in to substantiate their: 
claims, 

There are many other items deserving of a passing: 
notice, but I have already vie greatly on your: 


share- - 


valuable space. WARD PRESTON. 
1, Great College-street, Westminster, 8.W., June 27, 





ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS IN AUSTRALIA. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Can you inform me upon what terms a solicitor 
will be allowed to practise in the Australian colonies and: 
in New Zealand ? 

I was admitted in July, 1879, but have never teken: 
out a certificate. I now desire to go out to Australia or 
New Zealand, and would go to the colony which would 
admit me to practise upon the easiest terms, as I have 
neither the means nor the wish to begin my articles de 
nove out there. 

Any information on the above subject will greatly 
oblige InquigER. 

[We have not yet been able to obtain information on 
these matters, and shall be glad if any reader can 
furnish it.—Eb. 8. J.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK, 


Inrant—ApsuDICATION oF BANKRUPTCY—TRADING—- 
Fiiine oF Liquipation Petirion—Bankrvuptcy Act, 1869, 
ss. 6, 125.—On the 23rd ult., the Court of Appeal (JESSELy 
M.R.,and Baccatiay and Lusa, L.JJ.) reversed the decision 
of Bacon, C.J., in Ex parte Jones, upon which we commented: 
ante, p. 520. The question was whether an adjudication of 
bankruptcy could be made against an infant who had traded 
and had contracted (so far as an infant could do so) 
debts for the purposes of his trade, and who had him- 
self filed a liquidation petition, the proceedings in which had 
become abortive by reason of the failure of the creditors to- 
pass any resolution. He had not made any representation to 
his creditors that he was of full age, unless the mere act of 
trading amounted, as it was contended it did, to such a 
representation. Bacon, C.J., followed his own previous de- 
cision in Ex parte Lynch (24 W. R. 375, L. R. 2 Che DL 
227), the only difference in which was that the adjudication 
was made after the infant had attained twenty-one, the 
trading and the filing of the liquidation petition having 
been, asin Hx parte Jones, before he attained twenty-one. 
Bacon, C.J., held that, by filing the liquidation petition, 
the infant had submitted himself to the jurisdiction of the 
court, and had surrendered the whole of his property for: 
division among his creditors (whether their debts were 
recoverable in an action was immaterial), and therefore he 
could uot be heard to say that he ought not to be made 
a bankrupt. Jessex, M.R., said that, if the infant was not 
a debtor, he was not a person who was entitled to file a 
liquidation petition, or who could be made a bankrupt. 
How was it it made ovt that he was a debtor? It 
was not suggested that the goods which had been supplied 
to him by the petitioning creditors were necessaries ; they 
were bought for the purpose of selling again. There was, 
therefore, nocommon law liability. The fact that he had 
had the goods was not material in the view of our law. If 

ps chose to trust aninfant they took their chance of 

ing paid. It was said, however, that where an infant had 
committed a fraud by representing that he was not an infant, 
he was liable in equity to the person whom he bad 
thus defrauded. In such a case, the appearance of the 
infant was material, If he was a boy of ten years old the 
creditor could not have relied on the representation. If he 
was a young man, apparently of full ages the creditor might: 
be deceived. But there must be an express represenation, 
and such a representation as would deceive the person to 
whom it was made. In sucha case it had been decided that. 


if the person who had committed the fraud became & 
bankrupt after he was of full uge, the person who had 
been defrauded could prove in the bankruptcy in reepect of the 
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‘Kability which resulted from the fraud. It was difficult to 
understand how this came first to be decided, for at that time 
“ liabilities’ were not proveable in bankruptcy as they are 
now. But none of the decisions had laid it down that this 
Hiability was a legal debt; it was not a debt, but only 
an equitable liability, and when by law a “debt” was 
required as the foundation of a proceeding, an equitable 
liability would not do. But in the present case there was no 
such liability on the part of the infant, for he had made no 
express representation to the creditor that he was of age. The 
petitioning creditor’s counsel were driven to argue that if an 
infant, whose appearance was such that you would not 
<> know that he was an infant, carried on trade, this 
amounted to a fraudulent representation that he was of full 
age. But fraud could not be invented in this way. There was 
nothing illegal in an infant’s carrying on a trade, and 
thousands of infants did so every day. No representation that 
the infant was of fullage arose from the mere fact of his 
carrying on trade. That this was the true view of the law 
was shown by the judgment of Knight Bruce, L.J., in Ex parte 
The Unity Joint Stock Mutual Banking Association (3 De G. & 
-J, 63). It was impossible, therefore, that the adjudication on 
the petition could be maintained. It was said, however, that 
the court had power, under sub-section 12 of section 125, to 
adjudicate a liquidating debtor a bankrupt. But, in order 
to do this, there must be a debtor; a man who had no debts 
could not be adjudicated a bankrupt. And, moreover, the 
power given by that sub-section could only be put in motion 
by @ person who was a creditor, and who had, therefore, a 
wight to intervene in the proceedings. His lordship added 
that he respectfully, but entirely, dissented from the decision 
of the Chief Judga in Ex parte Lynch, which case must now 
be considered as overruled. He could not agree with any of 
he propositions there laid down, The words of the Infants 
Relief Act of 1874 were perfectly general, and could not be 
restricted so as not to apply to trade debts. And, again, an 
infant could not, by filing a liquidation petition, either 
obtain the advantages, or entail on himself the disadvantages, 
of such a proceeding. By adopting a proceeding which 
would only be valid if he were an adult, he did not make 
himself an adult. He could not thus alter his status. 
BacGatay, L.J., and Lusn, L.J., also expressed their dis- 
sent from Ez parte Lynch, and BaceAttay, L.J., pointed 
out that in Ex parte Charlton (25 W. R. 800, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 
45), which had been relied on as an authority upon the 
power of the court to make an adjudication under sub-section 
12 of section 125, composition resolutions had been registered, 
and the debtor had afterwards failed to perform his engage- 
ment. A petition in bankruptcy had then beer presented in 
the ordinary form by an undoubted creditor, and the debtor 
was of full age. And the decision was only that it was not 
necessary that an act of bankruptcy should have been com- 
mitted within six months before the petition. And Luss. 
L.J., said that the decision of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
in Reg. v. Wilson (L. R. 5 Q. B. D. 28) was based on the 
same ground as the present decision.—Soxicirors, Swann 
& Co. ; Sharpe, Parkers, & Co, 





AppraAL ror Oosts—Ciaim anp CouNnreR-cLatm— 
DiscrETion oF JupGeE—Jupicattre Act, 1873, s. 49.— 
In a case of Willmott v. Barber, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 24th ult., an objection was raised tu an 
appeal, on the ground that it was brought for 
costs only. The defendant had delivered a counter-claim. 
At the trial, Fry, J., dismissed the action without costs, and 
he dismiased the counter-claim with costs, but, being of 
opinion that the costs of the action had been unnecessarily 
increased by some frivolous defences which the defendant 
had raised, he directed that the plaintiff’s costs of the 
counter-claim should not be lessthan half the whole costs 
of the litigation. The judgment, as drawn up by the 
registrar, ordered that the action should stand dismissed 
without costs, and that the costs of the plaintiff of the 
action and counter-claim should be taxed. And it was 
ordered that the defendant’s counter-claim should stand dis- 
missed, with costs to be taxed and paid by the defendant 
to gthe plaintiff. And in case the last - mentioned costs 
when taxed should not amount to one-half of the 
plaintiff's costs of the action and counter-claim, then it was 
ordered that the defendant should pay to the plaintiff such a 
sum as would, with such costs when taxed, amount to half of 
the plaintiff’s entire costs of the action and counter-claim. 
‘The taxing master taxed the plaintiff's costs of the action and 





counter-claim at £333, and he assessed the plaintiff's costs of 
the counter-claim at £50, consequently, under the jadgment, 

the defendant was liable to pay to the plaintiff £116 103., ia 
addition to his costs of the counter-claim. The defendant 
— from the judgment so far as it directed that, if the 
plaintiff's costs of counter-claim should not amount to half 
his costs of the action and counter-claim, the defendant 

should pay the difference. On the opening of the appeal, it 
was objected on behalf of the plaintiff that the appeal was 
for costs only, which are in the discretion of the judge. To 
this it was replied that the order appealed from was one 
which, in effect, imposed on the defendant a penalty, in 

addition to the costs of the counter-claim which he 
was ordered to pay. The Court of Appeal (Jessen, M.R., 

and Baceattay and Luvsu, L.JJ.) held that the objection 
was well founded. Jxsset, M.R., said that the order was 
wrong in form. It was clear that a judge had no power to 
give anything in the nature of a penalty beyond the costs of 
an action or a counter-claim. This had been well settled for 
many years, and no judge wou'd think of departing from the 
rule. As the order stood in form it directed the defendant to 
pay a penalty. But this would not have been so if the order had 
been that the action should be dismissed without costs, except 
so far as they were ordered to be paid, and this was what was 
really intended. It was a mere matter of form, and the appeal 
was really brought for costs. It was not disputed that the 
judge had jurisdiction to make the order in that form, He 
might say that the plaintiff should get half the costs of an 
action if he succeeded, and the same rule applied to a de- 
feadant. A judge had also power to fix a sum for costs 
without a taxation. His lordship said that he was often re- 
quested to exercise this power, and he often did so. Insuch 
a case he generally fixed a less sum than would be given on 
taxation, because the costs of taxation were saved. Section 
49 of the Judicature Act meant that if a judge had fairly 
exercised his discretion as to costs there should be no appeal, 

and that was what the judge had done in the present case, 

though the order was wrong io form. The right order would 
be to dismiss both action and counter-claim, and to direct 
that the defendant should pay half of the whole costs of the 
claim and counter-claim. ‘The judge intended also that the 
defendant should pay all the costs of the counter-claim if 
they were more than half the whole costs, but the Master of 
the Rolls said that he preferred not to make such fanciful 
orders as to costs. He preferred simply to order the de- 
fendant to pay half the costs of the action and counter- 
claim, Baceatay, L.J., thought that what Fry, J., really 
intended was to make each party pay half the costs of the 
whole action, The order was altered accordingly, but no 
costs of the appeal were given.—Soxicitors, G. J, & P. 

Vanderpump ; Badham § Williams. 


nee 


Appeat—Cross-apPpeEAL—Costs.—In a case of Harrison v. 
The Cornwall Minerals Railway Company, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 24th ult., one of the defendants brought an 
appeal, and a second defendant then gave notice that, on the 
hearing of the first defendant's appeal, he should cont-nd 
that the order appealed from should be altered in another re- 
spect adversely to the plaintiff. The first defendant’s appeal 
was unsuccessful ; the second defendant succeeded ia his 
contention, and the question then arose how the costs ought 
to be borne. The court (Jesser, M.R.,and Bac@atnay aod 
Lusu, L.JJ.) held that the first defendant must pay half the 
costs of the appeal, and the plaintiff the other half.—Sott- 
crrors, Murray, Hutchins, d: Stirling ; Cope & Co, ; Maples 
d& Teesdale ; Norton, Rose, § Co. 





Supposep InTgstaAcyr—AssIGNMENT TO Crown—Svpie- 
QuEnt Discovery or Next oF Kin—Interest.—Ie a case 
of In re Gosman, before the Court of Appeal on the 24th 
ult., the question arose whether the Crown was liable to pay 
interest under the following circumstances. A testator 
bequeathed the residue of his personal estate to five persons, 
whom he also appointed executors. It was held by the court 
that this bequest was void, on the ground that there was a 
secret trust for a charity, and that, there appearing to be n> 
next of kin of the testator, such part of the property as was 
leasehold belonged to the Crown, and it was ordered that 
possession should be delivered to such person as her Maj-asty 
should by warrant under the sign-manual appoiat. 
The leasehold property was afterwards assigned by the ex- 
ecutors to the Solicitor to the Treasury, who was appointed 
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for that purpose, by a Royal warrant, asa trustee for he 
Majesty. Some persons subsequently claimed to be next of 


* kin of the testator and presented a petition of right, unde? 


which their claim was established. Malins, V.C., held that 
the Crown most pay the claimants interest onthe sum which 
had been received by the Solicitor to the Treasury in respect 
of the rents and profits of the property. The Courtof Appeal 
(Jesset, M.R., and Baecattay and Lusu, L.JJ.) reversed 
this.decision. Jzesszt, M.R., said that by the law’ of Eng. 
land interest is never payable except by contract or by 
statute. An administrator is liable to pay interest on a 

rincivle of equity applicable to trustees, bot as the Crown 
ed notiadministered to the estate this principle did not 
apply: The:case was governed by the ordinary rule of law 
which was clear.—Sonicitors, Hare d&: Fell; Exbank § Part- 
ngton, 





Dicgasep Lunatic—ApDMINISTRATION ACTION—PAYMENT 
oF PersonaL Estate to Executror.—In a case of In re 
Sayer, before BaGGALLAY and Lusu, L.JJ., on the 2*th ult., 
a question arose as to the right of the executor of a deceased 
lunatic to receive payment of the personal estate. The 
lunatic bad made a will before she became insane. After her 
death a creditor commenced an action in the Chancery 
Divi-ion against the executor to administer the estate. A 
petition was presented in lunacy by the committee of the 
e-tate. asking that the per-onal estate, which was in court, 
might be: paid ‘to the executor. The plaintiff in the action 
asked that the funds might be transferred to the credit of 
the vetion, on the — that it would save expense, as if 
they were paid and transferred to the executor he would 
have to bring them into court again in the action. The court 
held tlt, without'the consent of the executor, who had a legal 
title toreceive the personal estate, they could only order 
payoent and transfer to him.—Soxicrrors, FE. F. Jenkins ; 
John McClellan ; H, M. Phillips. 





IntFSTATE—PrRsonal PRopeRTY IN MORE THAN ONE 
Countxy— ADMINISTRATION oF CouRT OF Domici.—PoweEr 
To Give Recerrs—On the 27th ult., the Court of Appeal 
(Jesstt, M.R., and BaccaLtay and Lusu, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the 4: ci-ion of Fry, J., in Eames v.. Hacon (29 W. R. 259, 
L. R. 16 Ch. D. 407, on which we commented ante, p. 273). 
‘Lhe question was as to the power of intestate who 
bas personal property in different countries to an 
administra'or appointed by the court of the domicil of an 
give a good discharge to a subordinate administrator. 
General administration of the proverty of an intestate 
who had died in Ireland, and was, so far as appeared, domi- 
ciled there, was granted by the Irish court: to his widow. 
The intestate had personal estate in Bombay, and the 
widow appointed some persons in Bombay her attorneys 
to apply for. and obtain letters of administration from the 
court there on her behalf, and letters of administration were 
grented by that court tothe attorneysto the use and for the 
benefit of the widow: The attorneys, acting under these 
letters of admicistration, collected the Indian assets, and, 
after paying the debts due by the intestate there and the 
costs of administration, they remitted the balance to their 
agents in London, requesting them to pay it to the party 
entitied thereto, “on your being farnished with a satisfactory 
release duly executed.’’ The agents declined to hand over 
the fusds tothe widow, alleging that they were liable to be 
sued by-the next of: kin, and that the widow could not give 
them a good diseharge: Fry, J., held that the agents were 
bound topay the money over to the widow, and that she 
could give a good discharge, and that the next of kin could 
net make aclaim except through her. The Irish letters of 
administration had been sealed by the Probate Division in 
England, though this fact is not stated in the reports of the 
hearing before Fry,J. The Court of Appeal held that, 
pra the agents were liable to be sued by the next of kin, yet 
the lsish administatrix, being the administratrix appointed 
by the court of the domicil,could give them a valid discharge 
for the admitted surplus of the Indian assets, the next of kiv 
not having intervened. Jessen, M.R., said that the point 
was really decided by Shadwell, V.C., in De la Viesca v. 
Lubbock (10 Sim, 629), which bad never been questioned.— 
Soricitoxs, Hacon & Turner ; John Wilkinson, 

a a a ae 

Witt,—Constkuctios—Direcrion TO RETAIN. OUT OF 
Lzescx—Dust but 10 TxstatoR sx LecaTEy.—Io  onse. 





of Tomlin v. Underhay, before the Court of Appeal.on the- 
27th ult. a question arose as to the effect of a direction 
given: by a testator that a debt due to him by a persom 
to whom he bequeathed a legacy should be discharged by 
his:trustees-ont of the legacy. The will recited that the 
testator had‘ entered into a bond with some bankers as 
security for a sum of £3,000 which they had advanced tothe 
legatee, and he direoted that if the £3,000 should not have 
been paid off by the legatee before the testator’s death,. 
the same sum, or eo much thereof as at his death should 
remain due on the bond, should be-paid by the trustees out 
of a legacy of £7,000 which he had bequeathed to the 
legatee. By a codicil the testator recited that he-had ‘been 

uested to pay the £3,000 to the bankers, and that he- 
had paid other sums under secorities given’ by him for the 
legatee, which, with the £3,000, amounted in the whole to- 
more than £5,000. And the testator directed that unless 
the legatee should previously to his decease have repaid 
to him the sum of £5,000 at least, on account of the pay-- 
ments so made by the testator for him, the said sum of 
£5,000 should be taken to be in part satisfaction of the 
legacy of £7,000. Before the death of the testator the 
legatee had repaid him part only of the £5,000, and the 
question was whether the codicil was to be construed 
literally so as to reduce the legacy to £2,000, on the 
ground that the legatee had not repaid the testator £5,000- 
at least, or whether the legacy onght to be reduced only 
by such an amount as remained due by the legatee to the: 
testator at the time of hisdeath. Hall, V.C., held that 
the codicil must be construed literally ; the Court of 
Appeal (Jesset, M.R., and BacGaLtay and Lusu, L.JJ.) 
adopted the other construction. JESsEL, M.R., expressed. 
his disapproval of the decision of Fry, J., in Aird v. Quick 
(L. R. 12 Ch. D. 291).—Soxrcrrors, Wm. Tatham & Son; 
Fladgate, Smith, & Fladgate, 





Ratway Company—CompPutsory Purcuase or LAND 
—Mrnes AND Minerats—Raitwars Ciauses Aor, 1845, 
s. 77.—In a case of In re The Metropolitan District Railway; 
Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 28th ult, the, 
question arose whether, on a compulsory purchase of 
land by a railway company, the company were entitled to. 
have the mines and minerals.inand under the land conveyed 
tothem. The price to be paid by the company for the land 
had been determined by an arbitrator, who had valued the 
land as building land, but had in his award in no way ree’ 
ferred to the mines and minerals. The company, however, 
contended that a reservation of the mines and minerals would 
be inconsistent with a purchase of the land as building land.. 
Hall, V.C., held that there having been no express agree- 
ment for the sale of the mines and minerals, the company 
were not entitled to them, and the Court of Appeal (JxssEL, 
M.R.,and Baaea.iay and Lusu, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision 
on the same ground.—Sovicitors, Baxters §¢ Co; A. F. § 
R. W. Tweedie. ° 

Practice—Costs— A PPORTIONMENT—ACTION TO ADMINIS- 
TER Reat ap PerrsonaL Estate — ‘* TesTAMENTARY 
Expenses.”—In a case of Patching v. Barnett, before the 
Court of Appeal (Jzsser, M. R., and Baceatnay and Lusx,. 
L,JJ.) on the 28th ult., Jesser, M.R., said that the practice 
now is, when an action is brought to administer both real. 
and personal estate, to order the costs which relate ex~ 
clusively to the administration of the real estate—i.e., the 
costs of the action so far as they have beer increased by the 
administration of the real estate—to be paid out of the reak 
estate. And his lordship said that it is also a commom 
practice, and one which he generally adopts himself, for the: 
judge in such a case to apportion the costs between the reali 
and personal estate, instead of leaving it to the taxing masters 
And if the judge of first instance had made an apportionment,. 
the Court of Appeal would be very unwilling to disturb his: 
decision. In the particular case the testator had: directed 
that his “testamentary expenses”’ should be paid out. of: a 
specified part of his personal estate. The Courr held that 
the costs of administering the real estate did not come within: 
the description: of “testamentary expenses.” —SoLicrroRns, 
Senior, Attree, & Johnson; Berkeley § Calcott; Dizxony 
Ward, § Oo. ; Palmer, Palmer, § Bul, 
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SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The second and final dinner given by the metropolitan 
members of the Incorporated Law Society during the present 
year to the members of the Provincial Law Societies, in 
acknowledgment of the hospitalities shown to them by their 
country brethren: at the annual provincial meetings, was 
held at the society’s hall, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, the 
28rd ult., Mr. J. Moxon Cxazon, president, in the chair. 
A condensed report of the proceedings appeared in our last 
issue. The members of the Leeds, Liverpool, Bristol, Man- 
chester, Cambridge, Sheffield, and Sussex Law Societies, 
and the solicitors of Oxford, who received the society at the 
meeting held there in 1876, were invited, and about one 
hundred and forty gentlemen sat down. Amongst those 
who accepted invitations, the majority of whom were present, 
were :—Mr. ©. U. Druce (vice-president), Mr. F. Halsey 
Janson, Mr. F. L. Hutchins, Mr. H. S; L. Hussey, Mr. 
Grinham Keen, Mr. F. Ince, Mr. F. R. Parker, Mr. R. Mills, 
Mr, W. B, Paterson; Mr, R. Pennington, Mr. A. G. Pritchard, 
Mr. B. Fielder Watson, Mr. H. Roscoe, Mr. W. Melmoth 
Walters, Mr. W. Williams, Mr. W. J. D. Andrew, Mr. G. 
W. Barnard, Mr. E. Bailey, Mr. M. Bateson Wood, Mr. J. 
W. Howlett, Mr. J. Mulliogs, Mr. W. B. Brook, Mr. George 
Burges, Mr. A: Carpmael, Mr. W. Chubb, Mr, H. M. Cotton, 
Mr. A: Crossfield; Mr. W. Crossman, Mr. A. C. Crowther, 
Mr. G. A: Crowder, Mr. A. G. Ditton, Mr. E. Emanuel, 
jun., Mr. J. A. Farnfield, Mr. H. J. Francis, Mr. W. J. 
Fraser, Mr. J, J, Freeman, Mr.) W. Greaves, Mr. R, 
Greening, Mr. H. E. Gribble, Mr. E. Hare, Mr. T. Hazard; 
Mr. M. B. Herbert, Mr. E. Hughes, Mr, J. G. Humphry; 
Mr, J. T. Ince, Mr. 'G. M.. R.. Janeway, Mr. N: Jourdain, 
Mr. H. Kimber, Mr. J. H. Lee, Mr. J, Morris, Mr. F. B. 
Moyle, Mr. F. Ky Manton, Mr. A. Murray, Mr. J. Nicholls, 
Mr. M, D, Osbaldeston;.Mr. A. R: Oldman, Mr. K..Peck, Mr. 
J. Pedley, Mr. E. Pope, Mr. M. Pope, . Mr. H.. W. Purkis, 
Mr, W. S. Prideaux, Mr. J. W. Rus:ell,. Mr. H. 8. Ryland, 
Mr. W. Shaen, Mr. R. Smith, Mr. W. Compton Smith,: Mr. 
G. '[hatcher, Mr. H. Thorn, Mr. J. B. Tippetts, Mr. A. T, 
Trehearne, Mr. F. J. Tucker, Mr. Hs Vizard,. Mry H. 
Wansey, Mr. W. Webb, Mr. G. B. Wheeler, Mr. T.. J. 
White, and Mr. E. H. Whitehead (Incorporated Law 
Society, U.K.) ; Mr. G. Hadfield, Mr. M. B. Wood, Mr. 
W. H. Guest, Mr. T. Jepson, and Mr. 8. Unwin (Mau- 
chester) ; Mr. E. Wayman and Mr. J. Eaden (Cambridge) ; 
Mr. J. W. Howlett, Mr. W. J. Williams, Mr. Cheesman, Mr. 
Cockburn, Mr, Hy. Verrall, and Mr, Fitzburgh (Sussex) ; 
Mr, J. Miller, Mr. D. T. Burges, Mr. H. Cook, Mr. H. 
Lawes, and Mr. W. H. Clarke (Bristol), Mr. J. C, Malcolm, 
Mr. F, Eddison, and Mr. Ford (Leeds) ; Mr, Thos. Mallam, 
Mr. R. B. B. Hawkins, and Mr. W. Parker (Oxford) ; Mr. 
R. T. Cleaver, Mr. A. Bright, Mr. F. D. Lowndes, Mr. 
Marton, Mr, Gill, and Mr. Thornley (Liverpool) ; Mr. J. 
Binney, Mr. H. Bramley, and ‘Mr. C. G. Busby (Sheffield 
Law Societies); Mr. E, W. Williamson’ (secretary), Mr. 
G. P. B. Bucknill (assistant secretary), and Mr. F. Boase 
(librarian). 

The usual loyal toasts having been given from the Curr, 
and honoured with the customary enthusiasm, 

The CHarmman proposed the toast-of the evening, ‘ The 
Provincial Law Societies.” He said: I approach the present 
toast with very pleasurable feelings, I commenced my 
professional life in the country, and I remember—it is longer 
ago than I care to chronicle—that at that time there existed 
a law society in Kent which I believe had been founded for 
some time. I believe that many. of the provincial law 
societies are older than the Incorporated Law Society of 
London, and I am sure tkat they have always done v 
good service to the profession. ere was at one time, 
delieve;» an idea tiat some antagonism existed between 
the provinces and London; but I desire to express 
my. opinion that.there has never been any real feeling of that 
kind. At any rate there exists no jealousy on the part of 
London, whatever may be done by our friends in the pro- 
vinces ; and it is a very happy thing. that we have societies 
in the provinces and London who work together to the com- 
mon benefit of our profession and of our clients, the public, 
I am old enough to remember when the notion of a jealousy 
of this kind led to the foundation of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association, and how, after a number of 





years, we found that we were doing very much the same 
work as one another, and this led to a feeliog that. this ought 
no longer to be the case, and ultimately we amalgamated ; 
but with this condition, that each year we must pay a visit 
to the provinces. I do not doubt that many of us remember 
the meetings we have had. I happily remember a great 
number both in the tiwe of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association and of our own society, and they have 
always been of the most pleasurable kind, not merely on 
aceount of the social intercourse which we had with oor 
friends in the country, bat because of the papers which were: 
read, and the pleasure of meeting with our fellow prac- 
titioners, and of going over common ground with them. T° 
need not say how much we have been indebted to them for 
the munificent hospitality we have received from them. We 
have been entertained in the most princely way, and I can- 
not help feeling how small a return we are making for’ all 
they have done for us: Let us hope that this will not be 
the last year in which we sball have meetings of this kind. 
I hope we may meet in London as often as we have met ia 
the country in happy intercourse together. Now and then 
it may possibly happen that fora moment there has been’a 
little clashing of opinion between the provinces and London—* 
Iam sure never a feeling of antagonism—but atcertainmoments 
there has been this littl, difference, and perhaps even at thi 
moment there ‘exists amongst our friends at Liverpool a feel- 
ing that we were not in accord as to a Bill called the Solicitors’ 
Renumeration Bill. But it will all end well. Explanations 
follow immediately on any off-nce being taken—if there has 
been any—and in the: result I hope we shall attaim the 
desired end. All our friends on the council and all our 
friends in London have just the same feeling whieh I have 
expressed towards our friends in the country, and in drink- 
ing the toast we driak it from our very hearts. 


Mr. Hy. Verraty (Sussex Law Society), in responding, 
remarked that the members of his society might almost 
fancy they were interlopers, for they were there ia ‘antici 
tion of the visit the society was to pay to Brighton. 
would, however, promise them a hearty welcome, Taroing 
to the question of the connection between the metropolitan’ 
society and the provincial societies; he, as well asthe 
chairman, was old enough to remember when’ a degree” of 
jealousy existed on the part of the:provincial solicitors’ in’ 
the country with reference to the position of the law 
society in the metropolis. It was felt ‘that: it! ‘was’ consti* 
tuted by the metropolitan solicitors as a means'to their ‘own’ 
convenience; but if that were ever’sd, every solicitor ‘must 
be sensible that the day had long when’ the society 
confined its operations to London. They ‘had enlarged their 
views of their duty and had taken a mach higher position’ in’ 
respect'to them, The Incorporated Law ‘Society had exers 
cised their influence in favour of the profession” generally 
and he might say in the interests of the public. If he were 
toturn to some few matters which the society had taken’ 
under their special consideration, he might mention the 
security that those who desired to’ enter’ the profession’ 
should have received a proper education; also the’ 
maintaining, so far as lay in their power; that those who" 
had entered the profession should conduct themselves 
honourably towards their clients, They had also 
many changes and improvements in ‘the laws of the country: 
and in the administration of the law, and had, as far as*in’ 
them lay, secured that sound and honourable adtice shoald be 
given to the client. And again, they had done as much’ as 
was* possible for’ obtaining a+ reasonable: and: sufficient’ 
remuneration for solicitors. In all these pointsyand he might 
have added many others, they had considered not’ only ‘their 
own interests, but the interests of the profession at large and 
of the public. In conclusion, he assnred the members of the 
Incorporated Law Society that the Sussex Law Society would 
give them a hearty welcome ‘on’ their approaching visit to 
Brighton, and would do their best to render it interesting and 
agreeable. 

Mr, F. H. Janson gave the '“‘ Incorporated Law Society,” 
and observed that when he looked at the portrait, which huog 
in the room in which they were meeting, of Mr. Bryan’ 
Alolme; who was unquestionably the founder of the society, 
althongh bis name did not appear in their earlier records,’ 
he was led to think of thé small begionings*of the 
society, when a few London solicitors met together in a 
small apartment in av upper flonr in Chancery-lane,; and 
later on ina neighbouring coffse-house, to endeavour to 
promote organization amongst the body to which they 
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belonged. Up to that time no organization at all had 
existed, and if: they compared those smell beginnings with 
the state of affairs at the present time, he thought they 
might fairly indulge in some feelings of pride and satisfac- 
tion not unmingled with gratitude to those who were the 
original founders, and to those who fostered the society 
in its earlier years and fairly sent it on its way. Down 
to the year 1831 when the society first had a building 
which it could call its own, the sphere of its operations 
had been very limited, and its external influence 
had been scarcely felt. Now it conld boast a governing 
body which held in its charge the examinations of all 
candidates who sought to enter the ranks of the solicitor 
branch of the profession. He might even almost say that 
the society held in its charge their legal education. The 
status of the solicitor branch had been immeasurably 
improved by its influence; and at the present time the 
judges and members of the Houses of Parliament con- 
sulted it in all projected reforms in legal procedure. It 
was unquestionable that the society now exercised a not 
inconsiderable influence upon current legislation. But 
feeling grateful as they ought to their founders and to 
those who assisted in the formation of the society, very 
much was due to two able men, who, during the fifty years 
over which the existence of the society extended, had aated 
as its only secretaries—he referred to Mr. Maugham and 
Mr. Williamson. He believed that no society was ever 
better served by its secretaries, and each of the gentlemen 
he had named seemed to him particularly fitted to his 
own time and sphere of action. Mr. Williamson was the 
type and model of a secretary. He united to great 
intelligence and activity a never-flagging zeal, happily 
tempered with judgment and discretion, and although his 
multifarious avocations must often have put both his powers 
and bis temper to the test, his courtesy and affability must 
be appreciated by all who knew him. ; 
The Cuarnman, in acknowledging the toast, wished that 
Mr. Williamson could have replied to it. He had had years 
of experience of the society, whilst he (the Chairman) had 
only had fifty weeks’ experience as president. However, with 
the exception of Mr. Williamson, he supposed that he knew 
more about the Incorporated Law Society at the present 
moment than anyone -else, He would not think for one 
moment of detaining them by talking of all that the society 
was doing, but he could say one or two words with respect to 
education. It was all very well to talk of the examinations 
that were held in the society’s hall, but he held that the 
principal part of the education of the articled clerk took 
place in the office of the solicitor to whom he was 
bound, who had first of all to teach him to be an honest man. 
As to the purification of the solicitor branch of the profession, 
he was happy to believe that as the solicitors increased in 
numbers, so the offences of solicitors became fewer and fewer, 
and they only appeared to be greater to the public, because 
they were in most instances brought to light. The solicitors 
wasbed their dirty linen before the world, whilst in other 
communities, such as the bar, it was done in private. One 
of ths matters which had occupied the attention of the 
society during the year, had been the intercourse of solicitors 
with the bar. He hoped that iu future years the access of solici- 
tors to the bar would be rendered very much easier than was at 
present the case, There had been a little difference with the bar 
during the last few weeks, who thought that the council 
were attacking them personally. But they were not attack- 
ing them personally. They were only attacking the sys- 
tem, and they meant to attack the system and hoped it 
would be reformed some day. The members of the bar had 
perhaps some advantage over the solicitors in having the 
privilege of direct access to the bench ; at the same time 
the solicitor had the advantage of direct access to the client 
—and the public hardly knew how often the solicitor pre- 
vented litigation—how often he gave his advice as an honest 
man with a view to bringing about an arrangement and 
putting an end to litigation. With regard to the society, it 
was a body charged with very important functions. He had 
already spoken of the provincial law societies, and observed 
how «Bor the metropolitan society was that they existed ; 
but it was obvious that there must be one body charged with 
certain grand duties, and that body would most naturally be 
one which had ite babitude in the metropolis, He could not 
help remarking upon the pleasure it had been to him during 
his year of office to find the members of the council who 
composed the various deputations to the judges and otbers 





in authority received with that consideration which they 
rightly deserved. The solicitors were called the lower 
branch of the profession. He repudiated the term altogether. 
They might have functions to perform which were different 
from those of the other branch, but he considered them all 
on the same level. The judges, of course, rose above them ; 
otherwise they were all members of the legal profession 
doing their utmost to serve the public to the best of their 
ability in their several capacities. He believed the Incorpor- 
ated Law Society was well served by those who represented 
it in London, and he would remind their friends in the 
country that twenty of the fifty members of the council were 
from the country. He could only say in conclusion that he 
was sure the Incorporated Law Society would continue to be 
represented, as it had been, by good men, and, putting him- 
self out of the question, that in the presidents that had gone 
before him, and he believed in those that would come after- 
wards they would find men who would wortbily represent 
the honour, dignity, and interests of their common profes- 
sion, 

Mr. Tuomas Matta (Oxford Law Society), in submitting 
‘The Health of the President,” referred to the fact thatit was 
twenty-five years since he first made his acquaintance, and 
at that time he looked forward to his occupying an exalted 
position in the profession. The toast was received with ac- 
clamation. 


The CaarrMAN, in acknowledging the pe py said 
that be had always looked upon the position of president of 
the Incorporated Law Society as one of great honour, but he 
did not know how he would have fared had he not had the 
able assistance of the secretary, the assistant secretary, and 
the remainder of the staff, in the performance of the duties 
which devolved upon him. It was a position which was of 
considerable use to the profession, and he was quite sure that 
those who followed Lim would continue to execute its duties 
handed down from his predecessors with the same zeal and 
earnestness which had characterized their efforts, 


Mr. Bramuey (Sheffield Law Society) gave “ The Enter- 
tainment Committee,” and, in the course of his remarks, 
trusted that the Incorporated Law Society would use their 
efforts with the object of obtaining better provision for the 
accommodation of the solicitor branch of the profession in 
the New Law Courts. 

Mr. GrinnamM Keen (Chairman of the Entertainment 
Committee) responded, and observed that the more solicitors 
pulled together the better it would be for the interests of the 
profession, and, what was far more important, for the good 
of the country. 

The Cuarkman, referring to the observations of Mr. 
Bramley, stated that the council had been very active with 
respect to the question of the accommodation of solicitors in 
the New Law Courts. ‘They had conferred with Mr. Street 
early in the year, and had asked for accommodation in the 
courts, and joint access with the bar to the corridor and 
library, and that rooms might be provided for solicitors. A 
short time since they had heard from the Lord Chancellor 
that two courts had been provisionally fitted up, and they 
had been invited to inspect them. They had inspected them, 
and did not at all like one of them—in which the old well 
for solicitors was retained. The other one was fitted upin a 
much better fashion, very much on the model of the Lord 
Justices’ court, and the Exchequer Court at Westminster, 
and a table was provided for the convenience of the solicitors. 
The council, in replying to the Lord Chancellor, had expressed a 
hope that seats might be placed for solicitors on both sides of 
the table, and stated that they had been led to the belief, 
from what passed with Mr. Street, that solicitors would have 
access to the corridors and library in the same way as 
barristers. The question of access to the library would 
probably depend upon whether the society would join in the 
expense of furnishing it with books. 

An excellent selection of music was performed by Miss 
Agnes Larkcom, Mr. Stedman’s choir boys—Masters 
Probert, Walenn, Fielder, and Toop ; Mr. Harper Kearton, 
Mr. Frederick Bevan, and Mr. Luigi Carozzi (solo flute), 
under the direction of Mr. John Davis, who presided at 
the piano. Messrs. Ring & Brymer served the dinner. Mr. 
Harker was toastmaster. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


Tuesday, June 28.—Mr. Spiers in the chair.—Mr. Kains- 
Jackson opened in the negative the debate on the question, 
*‘Does the Government deserve the confidence of the 
country ?” A discussion followed, in which Mesers. Kirk, 
Napier, and Bartlett supported the affirmative, and Messrs. 
C. E. Barry, J. A. Neale, Van Sommer, Fargus, and Lloyd 
Jones the negative side of the question. Mr. Kains-Jackson 
having replied, the question was decided in the negative by a 
majority of one vote. The annual meeting will be held next 
Tuesday, July 5, when the treasurer’s accounts and com- 
mittee’s report for the year will be presented and the officers 
for the ensuing session elected. The proposed new rules, 
which have been under the consideration of the society during 
the month, will be laid before the meeting as amended, and a 
resolution for their adoption will be proposed. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting was held at Clement’s Inn, on Wednesday, 
June 22, when a joint debate took place between the mem- 
bers of this society and those of the Somerville Club, Mr. 
B. T. Bartrum was in the chair. The subject of debate, “ That 
the present position of women in England, political and social, 
is injurious to the interests of ‘the nation,” was opened by 
Miss Orme, who supported the motion, and Mr. H. J. 
Brown, who opposed it. The debate was continued by Mrs. 
Ashton Dilke, Mrs. Malet, Miss Wilkinson, Miss Phipson, 
Mrs. Hatherley, Mrs, Chance, and Messrs. Symes, Rundle- 
Levey, Warburton,} Ackland, and Nicholl. At ten o’clock 
Mr. Mott-Whitehouse moved the adjournment of the debate 
until Wednesday, June 29, which motion was carried by a 
large majority, The adjourned debate upon the above 
motion will accordingly be resumed on Wednesday next, 
when all members and their friends are invited to attend. 

A meeting was held at Clement’s-inn on Wednesday, 
June 29, when the adjourned debate was continued between 
the members of this society and those of the Somerville 
Club. Mr. B. T. Bartrum was in the chair. The subject of 
debate was “ That the present position of women in Eng- 
land, political and social, is injurious to the interests of the 
nation,” and it was resumed by Mr. Mott-Whitehouse, and 
continued by Miss Hart, Miss Quicke, and Mrs, Maxwell, 
and Messrs, Samuel, Pickersgill, Barr, Collyer, and Spence. 
Miss Orme replied, and upon a division the motion was 
carried by a large majority. A vote of thanks to the 
Somerville Club, which was proposed by Mr. Kains-Jaekson 
and seconded by Mr. F. O. Edlin, and carried unanimously, 
terminated the proceedings. 





GRAY’S-INN MOOT SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Thursday 
evening, the 16th ult., in the hall of Gray’s-inn, when the 
question ‘‘ Can the counts on which Herr Johann Most was 
convicted be supported under the statute 24 & 25 Vict, 
c. 100, s. 4?” was argued before Mr. J. J. Powell, Q.C., by 
Messrs. J. G. Shipman (barrister, Inner Temple), and C. A.Q. 
Conybeare (barrister, Gray’s-inn), for the conviction ; and 
Messrs. E, Rundle Levey (barrister, Gray’s-inn), and — 
Wheeler (Inner Temple), against. In giving judgment, the 
learned president decided against the prisoner on all the three 
grounds taken by the counsel for the defence—viz., that no 
specific person was mentioned in the indictment as haviog 
been incited ; that the incitement to murder was directed 
-against no specific person, and that the incitement itself was 
not specific. The learned president, in thanking the mem- 
bers of the society for a vote of thanks to him for his 
kindness in presiding, expressed himself highly pleased with 
this his first introduction to the Gray’s-inn Moot Society. 
He felt soconvinced of the usefulness of its work that he 
should urge upon the benchers of bis own Inn the advisa- 
Dility of its further extension. 

The next meeting will be held on the 30th inst., at Gray’s- 
inn, at eight p.m., when Mr. Robert Romer, Q.C., will 
preside, 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday called 
to the bar by the Hon. iety of the loner Temple :—Mr. 
William Ovens Clark, B.A., Doblin; Mr. Alan Walter 
Lennox Boyd, M.A., Oxford ; Mr. George Edward Hermon, 
M.A., Oxford; Mr. William Phillips, B.A., Cambridge ; Mr. 
Thomas Arthur Roberts, B.A., Oxford; Mr. John Broo! 
B.A., Oxford; Mr. John Brailsford Bright, M.A., Oxford ; 
Mr. Edward Palmer Chapman, B.A., Oxford; Mr. Arthur 
Anthony Baumann, B.A., Oxford; Mr. Geo Soames 
Layard, B.A., Cambridge; Mr. Thomas Woodcock Denman, 
LL.B., Cambridge; Mr. James Arthur Percival Stephens, 
B.A., Oxford; Mr. William Edward Lawson, B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Mr. Latham Gallup Reed, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge ; 
Mr. Charles Moon Kennedy, B.A., Cambridge ; ‘Mr. Edward 
Windsor Hussey, B.A., Oxford ; Mr. Cecil Arthur Tennant, 
Cambridge; Sir John Alexander Hanham, B.A., Oxford; 
Mr. George Musgrave, M.A., Oxford; Mr. Arthur Edgar 
Gravenor Rhodes, B.A., Cambridge; Mr. Ralph Hare Griffin 
(holder of a studentship awarded by the Council of Legal 
Educaiion, Trinity Term, 1879, and of-a scholarship in 
Common Law, awarded by the Inner T:mole, February, 
1880), Cambridge; Mr. Joakim Nicholas Pogose; Mr. 
Henry Jacob Canekeratne; Mr. William Francis Clerke, 
B.A., Oxford; Mr. Charles Carroll Macnamara, B.A., Ox- 
ford ; Mr. Reginald Brodie Dyke Acland, B.A., Oxford ; Mr. 
Herbert Stephen, LL.B., Cambridge; the Hon. Alfred 
Lyttleton, B.A., Cambridge; Mr. William Dugdale Harland ; 
Mr. Sandford Moore, B.A., Dublin; Mr. Walter Baldwyn 
Gates, B.A-, Cambridge; Mr. Eben William Wynn 
Edwards, B.A., Cambridge; Mr, William Henry MacGeorge, 
Mr. Gilbert Metcalfe, Mr. Alexander Fraser Morrison, Mr. 
med James Brown, and Mr, William Lawrence Wemyss 

arson. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the Bar 
by the Honourable Society of the Middle Temple :—Mr. 
David Ogilvy Meiklejohn; Mr. William Grant Ellis ; Mr. 
Maxwell Richard William Peers Adams; Mr. Robert Roy, 
Downing College, Cambridge; Mr. Francis Watkin ; 
Mr. Cecil Erskine Bovill ; Mr. Alexander Falconer Muri- 
son, M.A., Aberdeen University; Mr. Robert Walter 
Clifton, Wadham College, Oxford; Mr. William Jeans ; 
Mr. William Brandford Griffith, B.A., London University ; 
Mr. Samuel Wilberforce Hartley Wyke; Mr. Charles 
Henry Lawrence Neish, M.A., Aberdeen University ; Mr. 
Arthur Mountjoy Dunne, Trinity College, Dublin, M.A. ; 
Mr. William Burd ; Mr. Reginald Brett ; Mr. John Her- 
bert Williams, Trinity College, Cambridge, LL.B., first- 
class 100 guineas Middle Temple equity scholar; Mr. 
Thomas Arrowsmith Meates, University College, Oxford ; 
Mr. William Ellis Hume Williams, B.A., LL.B., Trinity- 
hall, Cambridge ; Mr. Andrew Downing Sceales, Madras 
College, St. Andrew’s, N.B.; and Mr. John Carey Hall, 
B.A., Queen’s University, Ireland. The following scholar- 
ships awarded by the Masters of the Bench were an- 
nounced in hall, viz.:—Common law—Mr. Jobn T. B. 
Sewell, a first-class scholarship of 100 guineas; Mr. 
Alfred McHugh, Trinity College. Dublin, second-class 
scholarship of thirty guineas. Real and personal prop- 
erty—Mr. James Andrew Strahan, M.A., Queen’s Univer- 
sity, Ireland, a first-class scholarship of 100 guineas; 
Mr. Thomas M, Whitehouse, a second-class scholarship of 
thirty guineas, Equity—Mr. Henry Joseph Dillon, a first- 
class scholarship of 100 guineas; Mr. Richard Robert 
Cherry, University of Dublin, a second-class scholarship 
of thirty guineas. International and constitutional law— 
Mr. David C. Leck, a first-class scholarship of 100 guineas ; 
Mr. Lindesay John Robertson, a second-class scholarship 
of thirty guineas. Jurisprudence and Roman civil law 
—Mr. Charles F. Bastable, B.A., University of Dublin, a 
studentship of 100 guineas for two years granted by the 
Council of Legal Education. 

The undermentioned gentlemen were callad to the bar by 
the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s-inn:—Mr, Nathaniel Micklem 
(certificate of honour, O.L.E., Trinity Term, 1881; holder 
of the Barstow Law Scholarship, 1881; Lincola’s-inn 
scholarship in international and constitutional law, 1878), 
M.A. and B.C.L., Oxford; B.A., and LL.B. (Exhibition), 
London; Mr. Percy Ferdinand Wheeler (certificat» of 
honour, C.L.E., inity Term, 1881; studentship in 
jurisprudence and Roman civil law, C.L.E., Hilary Term, 








1880; Lincoln’s-inn Scholarship in international and 
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constitutional law; 1880); B:A., Oxford ;:Mr. Robert Scipio 
de Ricci, of the University of Dublin ; Mr. Edward William 
Jones; Mr.. Vincent’ Waldo Calmady Hamlyn, M.A., 
Oxford; Mr. Alexander. Campbell Tiley; Mr. Herbert 
Harrison Kettlewell, B.A., Cambridge;. Mr. 
Henry Lefroy,, LL.B., Cambridge;. Mr. Charles. Sand- 
with’ Campbell, of Trinity College, Cambridge; Mr. 
Harry Trelawney Eve, of Exeter College, Oxford; Mr. 
Louis John Aitken, University of Edinburgh; Mr. Charles 
Gregson Ellis, B.A., Oxford; Mr. Clarence Kirkpatrick, 
licentiate in law of the Caleutta University; Mr. Charles 
Henry Chadwick, B-A., Oxford; Mr. Spencer Langton 
Helland, B.A., Oxford; Mr. Walter John Napier (student- 
ship in jarispradence and Roman civil law, O.L.E., Hilary 
Term, 1881), B.A., Oxford; Mr. George Frederick Hart, 
University of Londin; Mr. David Jouffroy Watson, Univer- 
sity of London; Mr. Edward Vincent Vashon Wheeler, 
LL: B., Cambridge; Mr. Charles Lewis Coote, B.A., Oxford ; 
Mr: Joseph Coatsworth, University of London; and Mr. 
Matthew Henry Box. 

The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the bar by 
the Honourable Society of Gray’s-inn:—Mr. Ernest Chester 
Tooma:, B.A., Trinity College, Oxford ; Mr. Lionel Fer- 
neaux- Knipe Hill, M.A., Oxford; Mr. Frederick Lorenzo 
Pearson, B.A., Trinity College, Dublin; Mr. Godfrey Werge 

fardéll, K.A., Oxford; Mr. Frederick Brian de Malbisse 
Gibboos, B.A:, Cambridge. 








INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Tue following: notice has been given with reference to the 
forthcoming anoual meeting :— 


“ 22, Queen-street, City, E.C., June 29, 1881. 
“Dear Sir—I beg to give notice that I shall, at the 
annual meeting, draw the attention of the society,on the 
motion fur the adoption of the report, to two recent decisions 
of the Court of Appeal—the first affecting solicitors’ costs and 
seriously shaking public confid ine cial enterprize 
(Re Express Engineering Company, Law Reports of Febru- 
ary last), and the second seriously damaging the securities 
of bnilding- societies and mortgagors of freehold and leasehold 
property (see Soticittors’ Journat of Jane 4, 1881, p. 584). 
“ T also intend to move resolution No. 3 in the enclosed 
list of resolutions, and to comment on the non-publication 
of the report of the Legal Procedure Committee.— Yours 

roly, **Epmunp KimpBer. 
“E. W. Williamson, Esq., Incorporated Law Society.” 


The following are the resolutions referred to :— 

1—That no Committee on Legal Procedure can have the 
confidence of the public, or of this branch of the profession, 
unless both be properly and adequately represented, and this 
society recommends to her M«jesty’s Government the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission to inquire into the whole 
question of economizing, simplifying, and accelerating the 
process and practice of the law. 

2.—That her Majesty’s Prime Minister be requested to 
receive'a deputation of the members of the society, for the 
purpose of urging the appointment of such Royal Commis- 
sion a8 is suggesced by the foregoing resolution, and that such 
deput«tion consist of the following gentlemen and such other 
members as like to attend; and. that the secretary give 
notice to every member of the society of the time and place 
for the “ene of such deputation :— 


Mr. 

Mr, 

Mr, 
3.—Tbat a committee be chosen from the members of the 
society for the purpose of rec ding what changes might 
be beneficial in the organization and functions of the society, 
#0 as to make it more useful to the public and the members, 
and more representative of the wishes and interests of the 
profession at large; and that such committee consist of the 

_—a gentlemen :— 
fr. 








Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 








Alfred |: 





OBITUARY.. 


MR, LONSDALE MAVING COCKROFT. 


Mr Lonsdale ‘Maving Cockroft, solicitor (ot the’ firm ‘of 
Mather; Cockroft, & Mather), of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, died 
suddenly at Brockenhirst, Dumfries-shire, on the 6th ult. 
Mr. Cockroft was born in 1825, and was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1847. He carried on a large practice at' Neweastle, 
being in partnership with Meesrs. Edward Mather and Philip: 
Edward Mather. He had been for many years coroner for 
the borough of Newcastle-upon-Tyoe, and he was: also 
coroner for the Southern Division of the county of North- 
umberland. The announcement of lis sudden death was 
received with universal regret) at Newcastle. Mr. Cock+ 
roft was buried‘on'the 11th inst. at the Jesmond Cemetery, 
Neweastle. 


MR. WILLIAM ARTHUR WARNER SLEIGH. 


Mr. William Arthur Warner Sleigh, barrister, died on 
board the’steamship Victoria on the 29th May: Mr. Sleigh 
was the son of Mr. Serjeant Sleigh. He was born in 1843, 
and was educated at Harrow. He entered at an early age at 
the. Middle Temple, where. he was called to the bar in 
Michaelmas Term, 1864. He was a member of the Western 
Circuit, practising also at the Central Criminal Court and at 
the Middlesex Sessions. He devoted his chief attention to 
criminal practice, though he had also a fair share of licensing 
business. Mr. Sleigh was an able and ready speaker, and he 
had been intrusted with. several important defences. In 
1868 he-defended one of the prisoners in the prosecution 
arising out of the Clerkenwell explosion, and in 1879 he ably, 
but unsuccessfully, defended Kate Webster on her trial for 
the murder of her mistress at Richmond. He had long been 
in a precarions state of health, and, at the time of his death, 
he had started ona trip to America in.the hope of ‘regaining 
strength, 





MR. GEORGE JAMES ANDREWS, 


Mr. George James Andrews, solicitor (the head of the firm 
of Andrews, Son, & Huxtable), died at Dorchester, on the 
12th’ ult. Mr. Andrews was born in 1812, and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1834. He had practised for 
maty years at Dorchester, and had also a branch office at 
Cerne Abbas, At the time of his death he was in’ partner- 
ship with his soo, Mr. George James Williams Andrews. 
(who was admitted a solicitor in 1876), and with Mr. Henry 
Anthony*Huxtable. He was a perpetual commissioner for 
Dorsetshire, and his private business was very large. Mr. 
Andrews had been for many years’ clerk to’ the county 
magistrates for the Cerne Division of the county; and he was 
also clerk to the county magistrates for the Dorchester and 
Cerne Divisions. He was universally esteemed and 
respected, and his funeral was attended by a‘dlarge number of 
professional and other friends, 





MR. THOMAS SALE, 


Mr. Thomas Sale, solicitor, town clerk of Leominster, died 
at his residence at that place on the 3rd ult., after a Jinger+ 
ing iliness. Mr. Sale was born in 1805, and was admitted a 
solicitor in 1829, He had practised for about fifty. years. 
at Leominster, and he was the oldest practitioner ia'the town: 
He was. perpetual commissioner for Herefordshire, and had 
a very good local practice. He had been town clerk. of the 
borough since 1851. He'was in partnership. with. his» son, 
Mr. William Thomas Sale, who was admitted a solicitor ia 
1868, and is deputy town clerk and clerk to the: School 
Attendance Committee of the Town Council. Mr, Sale was 
an active member of the Conservative party in the district. 


MR, EDMOND BEALES, 


Mr. Edmond Beales, judge: of county courts, died at his 
residence, Osborne House, Bolton-gardeas, Brompton, the 
26th ult., in his seventy--ighth year. Mr, Beales waw the 
son of Mr. Samuel Pickering Beales, of Cambridge;and was 
born in 1804, He was educated at Eton, and at Trinity, 
College, Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Trinity Term, 1830, He pract sed for forty years in 


the Court of Chancery, and be had a fuir junior business #5. 
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an ty draftsman and.a conv » He was; however? 
best known as a politician, He warmly espoused the cause 


of Polish-liberty; and’ in~ 1864 took’ a oy in: the: 
6 was 


reception of Garibaldi, on his visit to London. 
president of the Reform League. In 1868 ‘he: unsuceessfally 
contested the Tower Hamlets in the Radical interests Mr. 
Beales was for several years revising barrister for the county 
of Middlesex. In1870hewas appointed. by Lord Hatherley to 
be judge of county courts for Circuit No. 35 ( 
Cambridge’ and the surrounding district), and. he filled the 
post till.his death.. Mr. Beales was:married to the daughter 
of Mr. James’ Marshall. He was buried: st Brompton 
Cemetery on the 30th ult: 





LEGAL APPOINTMENTS: 


The Right Honourable. Mountstvart ELPHINSTONE 
Grant-Dorr, barrister, M.P., who has. been appointed 
Governor of Madras, is the eldest’ son of Mr. James Grant- 
Duff, of Eden, Aberdeenshire, and was born in 1829. He 
was educated at Rugby and at Balliol College, Oxford, where 
he graduated second class in classics in 1850. He was 
called tothe bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas. Term, 
1854, having previously obtained an open studentship, and 
he was formerly a member: of the Midland: Circuit. He 
was eected Lord Rector of the University of Aberdeen in 
1866, and he had been M.-P. for the Elgin Boroughs in the 
Liberal. interest. since. 1857. He was Under-Secretary of 
State for India from 1868 till 1874, and im April, 1880, 
he was appointed Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
and was made a Privy Councillor. 

Mr. Rie#arv Bartram, solicitor, of No. 5, The Ter- 
race, Green Lanes, Highbury, N., has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths: in the: Supreme Coart 
of Judicature: 


Mr. Josep Bassitt, solicitor, of Wainfleet and Spils- 
bury, has been appointed a Commissioner: to administer 
Oaths inthe Sapreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. En@ar ALEXANDER BaYLIs, solicitor, of 6, Fore-street, 
has been appointed by Mr. Alderman Hanson, sheriff elect, 
to be one of the Under-Sheriffs for London and Middlesex 
for the ensuing year. Mr. Baylis is the son of Mr. 
Alexander John Baylis, solicitor, and he was admitted in 
1864. Heisin partnership with his father, and with Mr. 
Robert Pearce. Mr. Baylis is vestry clerk. of St. Giles’, 
Cripplegate, and ward clerk of Cripplegate Ward. His 
firm are solicitors to the Commissioners of Sewers for the 
City of London. 

Mr. James Beaumont, solicitor, of 8, East-parade, Leeds, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Wittuam Bennett, solicitor of Bruton and Gilling- 
ham, hus been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for the 
Wincanton Division of Somersetshire, in succession to Mr. 
John Messiter, resigned. Mr. Bennett was admitted a 

solicitor in 1868, 

Mr. Frepericx F, Bonney, solicitor, of 39, St. James’s- 
street, Piceadilly, London, has been appoiated. a Com- 
missioner to administer Uaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. WievtaAm CHaries Criprs; solicitor, of Tunbridge 
Wells, lias been’ elected President of the Kent Law Society 
for the ensuing year. Mr. Cripps is registrar of the Tun- 
bridge Wells County Court. He was admitted a solicitor in 
1852, and is in partnership with his son, Mr. William 
Charles Cripps, jun. 

Mr. Matruew Bowser Dopps, M.A., of the firm of 
Messrs. Dodds & Co., of Stockton-on-Tees, has been added 
to the Commission of the Peace for the borough. Mr. Dodds 
was admitted in%1877. 

Mr. Joun Greenrietp, of the firm of Greenfield & 
Abbott, 37, Queen Victoria-street, City, has beon ap- 
ointed to take Affidavits, or emn Affirmations or 

eclarationa in all Suite, Matters, and Proceedings in the 
High Court of Justice, at Fort William, in Bengal, and 
agama of Married Women in respect of Property 

o * 


and Coatham, has-been appointed a Perpetual Comnris— 
sioner: for taking the Acknowledgments. of Deeds by 
‘Married Women for the North Riding of Yorkshire, 

Mr. Joun Rouanp Pariuirs, barrister, has been appointed: 
Stipendary. Magistrate-for the district of West Ham. Mr. 
Phillips was called to the bar at Lincoln's Inn in’'Trinity 
Term, 1870. He: had practised on the South Walesand 
Chester Circuits, and at the Glamorganshire Sessions, and he 
was formerly one of the staff ot the Weskty RePorrTER. 


Stroud, has been elected Clerk to the Stroud School Board. 
Mr. Winterbotham was admitted a solicitor in 1848. 

Mr. James. Anstey WILD, solicitor (of the firm of Wild,, 
Barber, & Wild), of 10, Ironmonger-lane, has been elected: 
solicitor to St. Luke’s Vestry. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Joun ATKINSON and Georce Fenwick Boyp, solicitors, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne (Griffith, Atkinson, & Boyd). May- 
20. George Fenwick Boyd wiil continue the business carried 
on by the late firm. 

Tuomas Tartor Bexiuovss and Winuram ALMOND, 
solicitors, 17, Dickinson-street, Manchester (Bellhouse. & 
Almond). June 22; William Almond will continue the 
said practice on his own account. 

JoHN GEoRGE Witson and Wittiaw CHartes LANeLer,. 
soliciturs, Durham-(J. G, Wilson & Langley). June 14. 

(Gazette, June 24, 1881.] 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES: 


Jornt Stock CompaNrgs. 
Lrtirep in CHANCERY. 

Carriace Co-opgrative Suppny Association, Lurirep.—Creditors- 
are required on or before July 22 to send their namas and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Bertram Smart, Cannon-street.. Aug 5 at 11 is appointed for‘hear-- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Laeger Baer Brewery, Limirep.—The M.R. has fixed July 5 at 11 
at his chambers for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Lowxpon anp Paris Dress aND MILLineey Assoctration, LIMITED. 
—Petition for winding up presented June 21, directed to be heard 
before the M.R. on July 2. Harrisons, Fowkes-buildings, Great. 
Tower-street, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Parent Composite Free Licat Company, Loerrep.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hall, dated June 3, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Bradley, Mark lane, solicitor for the 

itioners 

udvous Banx, Liurrep.—Petttion for winding up presented June 
21, directed to be heard before V.C. Baon, on July 2.. Bradley, 
Mark lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, June 24.] 


AvonstpE Exervs Company, Lrwirep.—Petition for winding up, 

nted June 25, directed to be heard before Fry, J., on 

uly 8. Clarke, Woodcock. & Ryland, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solici- 
tors for the petitioners. 

Countersuir SuGar Rerivery Company, Luwirep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented June 27, directed to be heard before Fry. J., 
on July 8. Olarke, Woodcock, & Ryland, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 

Exxgcrare Writrre Company, Lurrsp.—By an order made by the 
M:R., dated June 18, it was ordered that the company be wound 
up. Shum, Crossman & Co., Theobald’s rd, Gray's inn, solicitors 
for the petitioner. 

Inp1an MamMotx Gotp Muyrs, Luarrep.—By an order made ty 
the M.R., dated June 18, it was ordered that the Mines be 
up. Cole and Son, Church ct, Clement's lane, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

LiuaNpRinpop Wxits Frexsoip Lanp ann Buruprve Compary, 
Liwrrsp.—Hall, V.C., has fixed Friday, July 8 at 12 at his 
chambers for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Mrpranp LAND AND Fivesrnaee Corroratron, Liarrep.—A is - 
tion for winding up presented June 28, directed to be heard 
the M.R. on July 9. Burton and Co, Lincoln's inn fields, solici- 
tors for the petitioner. 

Sxseny Conuiery, Live, anv Brick Comrayy, Loarrep.--By an 
order made by the M.R. dated Juno 18,. it was ordered thatthe 
voluntary winding up of the pany be continued. Torr and Co, 
Bedford row, ageuts for Wella and Hind, N solicitors: 
for the petitioner, 

Sunpurer Mrvine Company, Liwrrep,—Petition for up 

—— June 28, directed to be heard before the MLR, om July a 
unns and Longden, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 

| Gazette, June 23] 





Unsrrrep rv Cancer, 

Mapras Irete@ation anp Canan Company.—-Creditors resident in 
Groat Britain and elsewhere than in India are required owor before 
Sept 12, to send their names and addresses and particulars of 
their debts or claims to Samnel Lowell Price, Gresham st, and 





Mr. Jamus Matuew Marx, solicitor, of Middlesborough 


creditors resident in India are required to send their names and 


Mr. Linpsey Wituram WIsTERBOTHAM, solicitor, of 
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~addresses and the iculars of their debts or claims to John 
Herbert Latham, Kurnool, Madras’ Oct 28 at 12 is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
(Gazette, June 24.] 


Country PALATINE oF LANCASTER. ~ 

WELLs anD GatLoway, Liwitep.—By an order made by the V.C. 
dated May 30, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
Wells and Galloway be continued. Bateson _and Co. Liverpool, 
Solicitors for the petitioners [ Gazette, June 24.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


“CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


LAST DAY OF PROOF, 

Armir, EvpHemi1a Marre Ecvzanor, St John’s Wood Park. July 
1l. Girdlestone v Armit, V.C. Hall. Lumley and Lumley, Con- 
duit st, Regent st 

Banks, Wruriam (William Banks and James Banks, the executors 
of), pbelby, York, Timber Merchant. June 28, Banks v Banks, 

R. Bantoft, Selby 

i CuaRies THORNTON, Norwich, Confectioner. July 1. 
Copeman v Bush, Registrar Norwich District Registry. Francis, 

orwic 


- Cuntirrz, James, Newton Heath, nr Manchester, Licensed 


Victualler. July 1 
chester 

Frxtay, James, Epping, Esq. July 5. Duckworth v Finlay, Fry, 
J. Rawle. Bedford row 

Hitt, Pascok Grenrg.t, Plymouth, Solicitor. June 28. Bolithov 
Lander, V.C. Hall. Curteis, East Stonehouse 

Jacozson, NatHan Woope, Oxford st, Diamond Merchant. June 
30. Jacobsou v Jacobson. M.R. Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 

Twrrorp, Aveustus SAaMvEL, Southdown, Wimbledon, Surrey. 
July 4. Ardingv Twyford, v. C. Bacon. Walker and Co, South- 
ampton st, Bloomsbury 

Woop, Evizasgtu, Wood Hill, nr Woking. July 1. Wood v Bourne, 
Hall, V.C. Walker, New sq. Lincoln’s inn ‘ 

( Gazette, June 3.] 


Bryor. Joy, Morice Town, Devonport, Shipwright. July 1l. 
Benoy v Gard, Fry, J. Gard, Devonport 

Jones, Owen, Maentwrog, Merioneth, Hotel Keeper. July 4. 
Hughes Vv Jones, M.R. Jones‘ Four Crosses, Festiniog 

Kiexratricx, Sir Tuomas, Grove Villa, New Southgate, Bart. June 
30. Kirkpatrick v Kirkpatrick, Hall V.C. Meynell and Pember- 
ton, Whitehall pl 

Mason, Heyer, Burton-on-Trent, Builder. July 11. Turner v 
Mason, M.R. Goodger, Burton-on-Trent 

Mitts, Cuartes Samvet, Holland rd, Kensington, Gent, June 30. 
Mills v Mills, V.C. Hall. Bockett and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

— Jacoz, Bath. Butcher. July 5. Pyatt v Smith, M.R. Rooke, 


Chadwick vy Cunliffe, M.R. Evans, Man- 


Symonps, Ricnuarp Kwyitt, Braunton, Devon, Gent. July 1. 
Symonds v Symonds, Fry, J. Steward, King’s Bench walk, 
Temple 

Txompsox, Mary, Gloucester ter, South Kensington. July 1. 
Thompson v Milward, Fry, J. Shaen, Bedford row 

Woop, Wirt1uM Harp, Albion rd, Shepherd’s Bush. June 30. 
Watson v Wood, V.C. "Bacon. Swaffield, Chesterfield 

{ Gazette, June 7.] 

Aguit, Evenemia Marte Eveanor, St John’s Wood Park. July 11. 
Girdlestone v Armit, V.C. Hall. Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, 
Regent st 

Cortex, Gzorce Epwarp, Potto, Cleveland, York, Esq. July 11. 
Copley v Thompson, V.C. Hall. Smithson and Teesdale, York 

Hayyes, Georce Tuomas, Crich, Derby, Gent. July 11. Haynes 
v Haynes, M.R. Harris, Crich | Gazette, June lv. ] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 

Breopuac, Jutivs Curistian Frepericx, Newgate st, Importer of 
Fancy Goods. July 15. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand 

Busnevr, Canotine Mansn, Dover. July 23. Claris, Dover 

Cuaritoy, Francis, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Civil Engineer. 
July 16. Leadbitter and Co, Newcastle upoa Tyne 

Cuarrry, Toomas BururpGr, Shaftesbury,Gent. July 30. Burridge, 
Shaftesbury 

CopnamM, Natuanie1L, Ware, Hertford, Solicitor. July 25. Hunt, 
Ware 

Cuiiise, Georce Ronert, Norwich, Commercial Traveller, July 
16. Clabburn, Norwich 

Dixos, Ayxz, Crescent pl, Mornington crescent. Augl5. Copping, 
Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 

Dsxos, Frascis, Crescent pl, Mornington crescent, Gent. Aug 14. 
Copping, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 

Emmet, Cuauries Arexanpen, Essex st, Strand, Solicitor, July 18. 
Vallance and Vallance, Essex #t, Strand 

Fox, Tuomas, Dover, Gent. July 9. Mowll, Dover 

Hockty, Taomss Hexuy, Tufnell Park rd, Holloway, Gent, Aug 1. 
Cattell, Great James st, Bedford row 

Hoiiann, Anniz, Knighton, Leicester. July 19. Wright,Leicester 

Horrex, Groree, Hackness, York, Farmer. June 22, Wellburn, 
Scarborough 

Hetrosp, Amos, Cross Smithficld, Sheffield, Grocer. Aug 9. 
Branson and Co, Sheffield 

Moon, Jouw Rosent, Broadway, Kaling,Cook. July22. Miller and 
Wiggins, Copthall ct, Throgmorton st 

Moxruis, Guoxrce WILLIAM, Beechfield, Doncaster, York, Merchant. 
Kept 6. Parkin and Co, Doncaster 

Morie, Marruzw Pavi, Helston, Cornwall, Surgeon, July 7. 
Walker Py memory Helston 

oy ma Woolwich, Kent, Chemist. July 15. Nicol and 





Nicwotts, Ricnarp, St Erme, Cornwall, Merchant. July 16° 
Plomer, Helston 

Poouz, Exvizasetn, Farthingstone, Northampton, Aug 1. Dennis 
and Faulkner, Northampton 

Surron, SrepHen, Albert villas, Peckham, Gent. July 11. Wastell, 
Queen st, Cheapside 

TAYLOR, Anraur, Garforth, York, Gent, July 1. Barker, Leeds 

sr Witt1am, Twiston, Lancaster. July 1. Holden and Holden, 


TiLLotson, Samugi Bop, Halifax, Carpet Manufacturer. Aug 1. 
Emmet and Walker, Halifax 

Warne, Grorez, Guilford st, Russell sq, Esq. July 30, Hill and 
Co, Old Broad ’st 


WassELt, Henry Norton, Shardeloesrd, Deptford, Engineer. July 
31. Sarah Anne Moore, 41, Shardeloes rd, New Cross 
— Wittram, St Keverne, Cornwall, ‘Gent, July 16. Plomer 
elston 
Wricut. Rosrrt Jonny, Norwich, Land Agent. Aug 1. Wright, 
Norwich 
[ Gazette, June 10.] 
BEADEL, FREDERICK, Boundary rd, St John’s Wood, Estate Agent. 
July 28. Morris, Bedford row 
BILLINGHAM, JosEPH, Kimberworth. York, Gent. July 30. Haigh, 
Bradford 
BuacxsBurn, Ann, Skipton, York. July 16. Brown, Skipton 
Buiunt, CATHERINE JANE, Ightfield Rectory, Salop. July1. Wade 
and Thomas, Shrewsbury 
Cie8vz, Henry, Cholsey, Berks, Farmer. July 18. Beale and 
Martin, Berks 
Corrann, Cuarizs, Angell Park gdns, Brixton. Augl. Copland, 
Mitre st, Aldgate’ 
CuLLING, Grorex Rogsrt, Norwich, Commercial Traveller. July 
16. Clabburn, Norwich 
Dunn, Emity, Southwick st, Hyde pk. July 28, Golding and 
Mitchell, Southamvton st, Bloomsbury 
Fisner, Joun, Sheffield, Gent. Aug10. Brown and Son, Sheffield 
FisHer, Saran Any, Sheffield. Augl0. Brown and Son, Sheffield 
Forster, Ann, Bordesley Green, Birmingham, July 1. Suckling 
and Edge, Birmingham 
Gorz, AnnESLEY Knox, Brompton sq, Major-General, Madras Staff 
Corps. June 20. Eardley and Co, St James’ sq 
GowLAND, Janz, Kingston- upon-Hull, Augil. Peach, Harrogate 
Hames, WILiL1AM, sen, St Dunstan’s, nr Canterbury, Gent. July 31. 
Sankey and Co, Canterbury 
Hespey, Epwarp Hopper, Scarborough, Esq. June18. Woodall 
and Woodall, Scarborough 
HonyMay, Anwiz Jon anna, Cambridge terrace, Hyde pk. July 
22. Martineau and Reid, Raymond bidgs, Gray’s inn 
HuMFFreys, FRANCES ANNE, Abbey Foregate, Shrewsbury, July 15. 
“Wade and Thomas, Shrewsbury 
JoBLING, JoserH, Morpeth, Northumberland, Wine Merchant. 
Augil. Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Krirx, Joun, Worcester, Gent. July 30. Stallard and Son, Worces- 
ter 
May, Wit1i1aM, jun, Woodford, Essex, Gent. July 15. Randall 
and Son, Tokenhou-e yd 
Norminaton, James Henry, Southwick, Wilts, Army Pensioner. 
July 30. Mann and Rodway, Trowbridge 
Rerp, Louisa, Hyde pk terrace. July 31. Freshfields and Williams, 
Bank bldgs 
Ropertson, EMMA Mary, Upper Grosvenor st, Park lane. July 30. 
Nisbet and Daw, Lincoln’s inn fields 
SaunpDERS, Josrrx, Piddlehinton, Dorset,Gent, July 20, Symonds 
and Son, Dorchester 
Sxack, Jonny, Queen’s rd, Surbiton, Esq. July-15. Few and Co, 
Surrey st, Strand 
Sauirn, James, Pexwood, Todmorden, Lancaster, Factory Operative. 
July 1l. Stansfield and Sager, Todmorden 
Smirx, TuHomas, Wednesfield, Stafford, Farmer, July 23. Stirk, 
Wolverhampton 
Taytor, THomas GrorGe, St Thomas’ sq, Hackney, Gent. July 14. 
Mrs, Taylor, St Thomas’ s¢ 
WaGuorn, Susanna, York villas, Lewisham. July 15. Layton 
and Co, Budge row 
Waker, Joun, Over, Chester, Gent. Aug 10, Cooke, Winsford 
[ Gazette, June 14. | 





LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 23.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Newspapers. 

BILLS IN COMMITTEE, 

Veterinary Surgeons, Consolidated Bund (No. 3), Post 
Office (Land), 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Parvate Bitts.—London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
(Maidstone and Faversham Junction), Maidetone and Asb- 
ford Railway, London, Chatha», and Dover Railway (City 
and Subarban ‘'raflic Station), Beverley Water, 

UNE 24.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE, 

Gas Provisional Orders, Newspaper 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bri11s.—Ellon Trust Estates, Seacombe, Hoy- 
Jake, and Deeside Railway, London Sea Water Sopply, 
Ipswich Tramways. 

Consolidated Fund (No, 3), Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Birmingham, ‘lame, and Rea, &.). 
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JUNE 27.—ROYAL ASSENT. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the follow- 
ing Bills :—Consolidated Fond (No. 3); Land Tax, &c., 
Commissioners ; Tramways (Ireland) Amendment ; Petty 
Sessions Clerks (Ireland); Local Government Boards Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (Berwick-upon-T weed) ; Local 
Government Boards Provisional Orders Confirmation (Poor 
Law No. 2) ; Local Government Boards Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Brentford Union, &c.); Education Depart- 
ment Provisional Orders Confirmation (Clay Lane) ; 
Government Board (Ireland) Provisional Orders Confirma- 
tion (Bandon, &c.); Local Government Boards Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (Halifax, &c.); Local Government 
Boards (Gas) Provisional Orders Confirmation; Local 
Government Boards Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(Birmingham) ; Local Government Board (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (Ballymena, &c.); Local 
Government Boards Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(Cottingham, &c.) ; Irvine Burgh ; Leicester Improvements ; 
Aberdeen Corporation; Cheltenham Corporation ; Dudley 
Gas ; Matlock Waterworks; Ryton (Parish) Local Board 
(Water); Cleator Moor Local Board; Glencairn Railway 
(Abandonment) ; Goole and District Gas and Water ; West 
Ham Local Board (Extension of Powers); Moffat Railway ; 
Colne and Marsden Local Board ; Bingley Water and Im- 
provement ; Burntisland Harbour; Metropolitan District 
Railway ; Charnwood Forest Railway ; Dombarton Harbour ; 
City of London Commissioners of Sewers (Artisans’ 
Dwellings); Witham Drainage; London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway (Maidstone and Faversham Junction) ; 
Maidstone snd Ashford Railway; London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway (City and Suburban Traffic Station) ; Hull 
Corporation Loans ; Lancashire County Justices; Watford 
and Rickmansworth Railway (Transfer and Dissolution) ; 
and Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland, 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Askerne, &c.), 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Horfield, &o.), Post 
Office (Land), Newspapers. 

JUNE 28.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private BiLLs.—Brighton and Hove Gas, Standard Bank 
of South Africa (Limited). 

Wild Birds’ Protection Act, 1880, Amendment, Sammary 
Jurisdiction (Process). 

BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Veterinary Surgeons. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitis.—Barrow-in-Farness Corporation, Woking 
Water and Gas, Aylesbury and Rickmansworth Railway. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 23.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Fagitive Offenders. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1), 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2). 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to amend the Canal Boats Act, 1877 (Mr. Broad- 


hurst), 
BILL WITHDRAWN, 
Distress for Rent. 














COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court og Master or Tas 
Date. APPEAL. OLL |. Y. O. Bacon, 


Monday, July 4Mr.Cobby Mr. Leach Mr. Ward 
Tuesday ...... 5 Jackson Latham > ae 


Wednesday.... 6 | Cobby Leach 

Thursday .... 7 Jackson Latham Pemberton 
Friday ...... 8 Cobby Leach Ward 
Saturday...... 9 Jackson Latham Pemberton 


V.0.Hann, ™M Justice Mr, Justice 
Monday, July 4Mr.Farrer Mr, Clowes Mr, Morivale 
Tueada: 5 c K 


iY sevece Teesdale Koe 
Wednesday..., 6 Farrer Clowes Merivale 
Thursday eene 7 Teesdale Koe King 
Friday ...... 8 Farrer Clowes Merivale 
Saturday’ cooee 9 Teesdale Koe King 





Ie 


CIRCUITS OF THE 


JUDGES. 
Northern (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Lopes, J.)—Carlisle, . 


Wednesday, July 6 ; Appleby, Friday, July 8; Lancaster, 
Saturday, July 9 ; Manchester, Wednesday, July 13 ; Liver- 
pool, Tuesday, July 26. South-Eastern (Bramwell, L.J., 
and Denman, J.)—Lewes, Tuesday, July 5; Maidstone, 
Monday, July 11 ; Hertford, Monday, July 18; Chelmsford, 
Wednesday, July 20; Huntingdon, Tuesday, July 26; 


Cambridge, Thursday, July 28; Bury, Monday, August 1 >. 


Norwich and City, Thursday, August 4. Western (Lush, 
L.J., and Manisty, J.)—Salisbury, Wednesday, July 6; 
Winchester, Saturday, July 9; Dorchester, Satorday, July 
16 ; Exeter and City, Wednesday, July 20; Bodmin, Wed- 
neaday, July 27 ; Wells, Saturday, July 30; Bristol, Thurs- 
day, August 4. North Wales (Baggallay, L.J.)—Newtown,. 
Monday, July 4; Dolgelly, Thursday, July 7; Carnarvon, 
Monday, July 11; Beaumaris, Friday, July 15; Ruthin, 
Monday, July 18; Mold, Thursday, July 21; Chester and» 
City, Saturday, July 23; Swansea, Saturday, July 30. 
South Wales (Pollock, B.)—Haverfordwest and Town, 
Thursday, July 7; Cardigan, Monday, July 11; Carmar- 
then and Borough, Wednesday, July 13; Brecon, Monday, 
July 18 ; Presteign, Thursday, July 21; Chester and —_ 
Saturday, July 23; Swansea, Saturday, July 30. North- 
Eastern (Sir H. Hawkins and Kay, J.)—Neweastle and 
Town, Thursday, July 7; Durham, Wednesday, July 13 ; 
York (North and East Riding and City), Tuesday, July 19; 
Leeds (West Riding, York), Monday, July 25. Midland 
(Stephen, J., and Williams, J.)—Aylesbury, Monday, July 
4; Bedford, Thursday, July 7; Northampton, Monday, 
July 11; Leicester and Borough, Friday, July 15; Oakham. 
and Town, Tuesday, July 19; Lincoln and City, Wednes- 
day, July 20; Nottingham and Town, Tuesday, July 26 > 
Derby, Saturday, July 30 ; Warwick, Thursday, August 4, 
Oxford (Mathew, J., and Cave, J.)—Reading, Thursday, 
June 30; Oxford, Saturday, Julo 2; Worcester and City, 
Wednesday, July 6; Stafford, Monday, July 11; Shrews- 
bury, Thursday, July 21; Hereford, Monday, July 253; 
Monmouth, Thursday, July 28 ; Gloucester and City, Mone- 
day, August 1. 

Field, J., and Huddleston, B., will cpen the commission 
for Surrey, at Croydon, on Monday, July 25. 

Grove and Field, JJ., Huddleston, B., and Lindley and 
Bowen, JJ., will remain in town, 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
July 4.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Ents, Cuark, & Co., at the- 


Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estate (see advertisement, June 11, : 


p. 15). 

July 5.—Messrs. James Lewis & Co., at the Mart, at 1 p.m, 
—- 5 Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, this 
wee: > p- . 

July 6.—Messrs. FaREBROTHER, Exits, Crarx, & Co., at the 

art, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see 
advertisements, June 11, p. 15, and June 25, p. 6). 

July 6.—Mr. EpMunp W. RicHarpson, at the Mart, at 2° 

p.m., Freehold Ground Kent (see advertisement, June 11, 


. 19). 
J ae 7.—-Mesers. MaRsH, Mruiner, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
p.m. (?) Reversions (see advertisement, this week, p. 5). 


July 7.—Messrs. Noxton, Trist, Watney & Co., at the- 


Mart, Freehold Estates and Building Sites (see advertise- 
ment, June 11, p. 18). 

July 8.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watngy, & Co., at the 
Mart, Freehold and Leasehold Properties and Ground Rents 
(see advertisements, June 11, p. 18, and June 25, p. 5). 








The directors of the West Lancashire Railway Company 
invite applications to a subscription of £100,000, part of 
£232,500 Five per Cent. Perpetual Preference Shares, in 
shares of £10 each at par. Interest at the rate of five 


per- 
cent, will be paid upon the shares until Ist of July, 1882, the 


time fixed for the completion of the railway. The subserip- 
tion list will close on Saturday, the 9th of July. 

Tenders will be received by the National Bank of Australasia. 
up to the 5th inst. for a South Australian Government Four 
per Cent. Loan for £977,000 and £388,300 in Bonds of 
$1,000, £500, £200, and £100 each, with interestcommencing 
from Ist of April last. The principal is repayable at paron 
lst of April, 1916. The minimum price iE 
payable five per cent on application, and the balance on 
of August next. The loan is required, it is stated, for rail- 
ways and for other public purposes, 

























£102 per cent.,.. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupt. 
Fray, June 24, 1881, 
Under: the Bankruptcy Act, . 1869. 


Creditors must coment their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
Surrender in London. 
Green, Harry FUP ane Shardeloes rd, New Cross, Auctioneer.. Pet 
June 20. Pepys. Jaly5atl 
— Henry, Manor pl, Walworth, Grocer. Pet June 22. Broug- 
ham. July 6 atl 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Dare, ens gh ere seeps a Seatonaly Butcher. Pet June30. 
Lovibon: ridgwater, July 6 
York, Skewer Maker. 


Pet June 21. Tennant. Dewsbury, July 12 at3 
— Albert Snell, “> £ Public Accountant. Pet June 17. 
Kingston, July 8 
een, Charles Edmund, _ men Postmaster. Pet 
a iy Lg 
Sherrington, Jo igan, caster, Grocer. Pet June 
cock. Wigan, July 7atll 
William, Is'eworth, Engineer. Pet June 21. Ruston. 
‘ord, July 12 at.10 
TvuEspay, June 28, 1881. 
Under the Kankruptcy Act,“¥869. 
Creditors must — their So of debts to the Registrar. 


Surren 

Dockery,J F pomrmer House, Strand, Olerk in the Civil 
Service. Pet June 21. Brougham. July 12 at 11 

Mason, Benjamin William, Fulham rd, Corn Merchant, Pet June 
2B. Hazlitt. _ July 11 at 12 

; Cc e Fanny, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Ham Dealer. 

Pet June 23. Hazlitt. Vimy 11 at 12.30 

vaiae, Edward Van de, South st, aap Cigarette Manufacturer. 

Pet June27. Brongham. July ll at 
To Surrender in the A 


Barnes, John, Crayford, Kent, of no occupation. Pet May 19. 
Hayward. Rochester, July 11 at 2 
— Mary Clayton, Kingston-upon- 1% Bateher. Pet June 21, 
Kingston-upon-Hull, July 13 at 3 
Garb, John, Ampleforth, hy mame Pet June 24. Jeffer- 
Northallerton, July 11 
“How, Samuel, Manchester, Dealer in Art Pottery. Pet June 23. 
Lister. Manchester, July 14 at 12 
Medd, Thomas, Jarrow, Durham. Pawnbroker. Pet June 23. 
Daggett. Newcastle, July ll at 11 
Reeve, Lewis, Greasley, Nottingham. Pet June 24. Patchitt. 
N. . July l4at 3 
Skirrow, William. Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet June 22. Mar- 
shall. Leeds, July 13 at 11 
Smith, William, Stroud, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 22, 
Riddiford. Gloucester, July 9 at 11 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Ferpay, June 24, 1880. 


Allard, George, Tewkesbury, Chemist. July 11 at 10.30. at offices of 
Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 
Astwood, Edwin Gray, Brighton, House Furnisher. July léat3 at 
Se »(iuildball Tavern, Gresham st. Helmore, Bishopsgate st 
it 
Barton, Oswald Mozart, and Thomas Greenall, St Helen’s, Lancaster. 
Joiners. July § at 2 at offices of Mather, "Harrington st, Liver- 


901 

pilings, Robert, Chatteris, Cambridge, Carrot Salesman, July 12 
at 1 at offices ‘of Ruston, Chatteris 

Birch, John, Fadsworth, nr Manchester, out of business. July 12 at 
3 at of brett and Craven Kennedy st, Manchester 

Bolton, Willi fam, Warrington, out of business. July 1 at 3 at offices 
of Boote and Edgar, Booth st. Manchester 

enry, Parker's row, Bermondsey, General Draper, July 

14 at 3 at edees of Reader, Holborn viaduct 

Bower, Walter, Moreton st, Pimlico, Upholsterer. July 8 at 2 at 
offices of Myer, New Bridge st 

Braishaw, Ebenzer Joseph Newton, Piccadilly, Baker. July 12 at 
2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, Beswick, Bedford 


row 

Brown, Albert Scott, Cheltenham, Cabinet Maker. July 6 at 3 at 
Offices of Stroud, Clarence paraic, Cheltenham 

Brown, George, Goole, York, Innkes eper. July 14 at 2at Thackray’s 
Bailora Hictel, Knottingley, Carter and Atkinson, Pontefract 

Brown, nn, Coventry, Builder July 7 at 12 at offices of the 
Registrar of the Court, Little Park street, Coventry, Davies, 
Coventry 

Barston, William, and Alexander Hughes,’ Farndon, Chester, 
—— duly 6 at 11 at offices of Walker and Co, Abbey gateway, 

Canfield, Bernard Bacvillc, Choriton- upon-Medlock, Tailor. July 12 
at 3 at Offices of Thomas and C , Brows t wt, Manchester, Byerof ft, 


Chassyiom, Caleb, Saint Anne's terrace, Stamford Hill, Builder, 
July 5 ab 12 at offices of Homey, Aldermmanbury 

a Charen ee empe Borttond Farmer, July 6 at 2 at 

many Co Court, Waltham Duffield and Bruty, Token. 


homme y 
Clements, incite ma, so July 4 ob lL at 
Wappin all, Corn Merchant, 1 
ae 13 ot Offices of Young aed flows ny at =e oa"! 


y — John, 
, Belv 





Croft, Po ig , Femnieenaareey.\ Baker. July’ 4 at 11 at offices of 


eat Lae ~ ama Farmer, July 6 at 3 at offices of 


nm, William, Nantwich, Chester, Shoe Manufacturer. July 7 
at 11 at Adbert chmbrs, Church Side, Crewe. Pointon, 
—- Joseph, Chester, Beerhouse oa July 8-at-11 at offices 
of Mason, Bridge st row East, 
Essery, » Henry, Barnsta) Devon, Builder. July 5 at 2:at offices 
of Messrs. Chanter, Finch, and Co, Bridge Hall chmbrs, Barn- 


Evans, Thomas, Brecon, Grocer. July 8 at'12 at the Offices of 
Edward Griffith oo Victoria st, ene fil 
Forrest, James Bennet, Lancaster, Bobbin Manufacturer. July 15 
at 11 at the offices of Mr. J. B. F” Whiteside, Fishergate, Preston 
Gaze, William, sen, Norwich, Wholesale Manufacturing. ¢ Confec- 
ma “hii 5 at 2 atInns of Court Hotel, Holborn, W. Gaze, 
orwic! 
Gerring, Charles, eo Bookseller. July 18 at 12 at offices of 
Mallam, High st, Oxford 
Giblett, Peter James, Farnborough, Southampton, Buthher. ‘Jaly 
5.at 4at offices of Mr. W. E. Foster, Victoria rd, Alderehot 
Gilbert, Jeremiah, Horncastle, Lincoln, Grocer. July 6 at lat 
Registrar County Court, Bank st, Lincoln, Stead and Sibree, 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Gleave, Henry, and James Cochrane Black, ‘Manchester, Ladies? 
Underclot Maunufacturars. July 13 at 3vat offices of Messrs. 
Sale, Swit and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
illiam James, Great Yarmouth, Cattle Food Commission 
Agent. July 14 at 12 at office of Mr. F. W. Ferrier, Hall plain, 
Great Yarmouth 
Goldsmith, George Samuel, Whepstead, Suffolk, Brickmaker. Jul: 
: - 3 at Evered’s Hotel, Bury 8t. Edmunds, Samuel Hall, 


y 
: Gresty, an Chester, Printer. mes 6 at 2.30 at the Queen’s Hotel 


Moss and Sharpe, Cheste 

Griffiths, ' Thomas, St Philip and owl Bristol, Butcher. June 30 
at 12 at offices of Essery, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Gritton, William Henry Ryder, sen., Glass Manufacturer, ‘South. 
wark st. July 2at 11 at offices of Jones, Mark-lane 

Guest, David, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Pottery Manufacturer. July 1 
at 12 at offices of ome, Vaughan st, Lianelly 

Guest, Thomas Wilden, Wordsley, Kingswinford; Stafford, Licensed 
Victualler. July 5 at 3. at Offices of Homfray and Holberton, High 
st. Brierley hill 

Harecourt, Henry, Birmingham, Hardware Merchant. July 7 at 11 
at Midland Hotel, New = Birmingham. Eaden, Birmingh am 

is, Herbert, ” Aston. juxta, Birmingham, Geueral we 

—_ bat 1l at Newhall st, Birmingham. Robinson and Mes 
mingham 

Harrison, Stephen, Tyldesley-cum-Shackerley, Lancaster, Pro. 
vision Dealer, July 6 at3 at offices of Grundy and Whowell, 
Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Hickton, John, Crewe, Chester, Grocer. July 12 at 1lat offices of 
Hill, Market’ st, Crewe 

Holmes, Edmund Benjamin, Swavesey, Cambridge, Grocer. 
July 11 at 3 at offices of Symonds, Benet st, Cambridge 

Holmes, Joseph, John Holmes, and Jonathan Hoimes, Keighley, 
York, Ornamental Wood Turners. July 6 at 3.at offices of Cottam, 
Market st, Bradford 

Honywill, John Bickington, Devon, Cordwainer. July 9 at ul at 
offices of Firth, East st, Ashburton 

Hope, Jabez, Fastbourne, Sussex, Builder. July 7 at 3.30 at 40, Ter- 
minus rd, Eastbourne. Champion and Co, Ironmonger lane, 
Cheap side 

Howells, John,Cwmbach, Aberdare, Grocer. July 6 at 12 at offices of 
Linton and Kenshole, Canon st, Aberdare 

Hughes, Henry Charles, Portsmouth, Licensed Victualler. July 6 at 
12 at 145, Cheapside. Cousins and Burbidge, Portsmouth 

Hughes, Martha, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. July 9 
at 1 at Crown Hotel, Pwilheli. Jones and Jones, Portmadoc 

James, James, Carnarvon, Draper. July 19 at12 at Queen’s Hotel, 
Railway Station, Chester. Williams and Hughes, Carnarvon 

Jones, David, Bryncelyn, Penygraig, Slemongee, Tailor. July 7 at 
12 at offices o Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridc 

Jones, William, Connah’s Quay, Flint, Joiner. July 7 at 2 at 
i. Old Post Office pl, Foregate st, Chester, Tibbits’ and Sons, 
Chester 

Key, Edward, Runcorn, Chester, Carpenter. July 7 at 12 at offices of 
Day and Lake, Bridge st, Runcorn 

Kite, Henry Thomas, and Edward Thomas Shaw, Maria st, Kings. 
land rd,Carman. July 8 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Ricketts, King’s Cross rd 

Leigh, Mark, Altrincham, Chester. Corn Dealer. July 13 at 3 
at offices of rahe ae ee and Co, Market st, Altrincham 

nen Acton, nr Nantwich, Cheshire, Farmer, July 7 at 
8 at the Laat Baan Nantwich. Martin, Nantwich 

Lodge, John, Shaftesbury, Dorset, Boot Maker, July 11 at 12 at 
offices of Nodder and Gater, City chmbrs, High st, Salisbury 

Mellor, John, Butterton, near Leck, Stafford, Farmer, July 13 at 11 
at offices of Cooper, John at, Tunat all 

—- Josiah, Lianfairwaterdine, Salop, Nurseryman, July 6 at 12 

offices of Green and Peters, Knighton 

Nicholls, Thomas, Cam, Gloucester, Coal Merchant, July 8 at 3 at 
offices of Witchell, Lansdown, Stroud 

N , Arthur, 8t Helen's pl, Bishopsgate st, Metal Merchant. 
July 7 at 9 - Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Elmslio and Co, 


Leatenbal! wi 
Nutiand, William, Portobello rd, Noting Hill, Refreshment house 
Keeper. duly Sat3 av offices of Brook Coleman at. Collens, 
Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 
Sena, tren, So at Grocer. July 8 at 2 at offices of Knowles, 
liverpool 
Palmer, Enoch, Prestwich, Laneashire, Miller, _ duly 8 at 
papi hence oan halt uate, TN bat 
‘arker, Alexander effield, ont of business, i) 
aw offices of Parker and rand bral ord, Talbot chmbrs, North Church 
’ 
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Parker, Lydia, Sheffield, out of business. July 4 at 11 at offices of 
Fe een enlstort, Talbot chmbrs, North Church st, Sheffield 
Petter, Lewis, Rogate, nr Petersfield, Sussex, Builder. July 8 at 3 
at the Red Lion, Petersfield 
ips, Thomas, Balsall Heath, Journeyman Chandelier Maker. 
July 7 at 11 at Offices of Huggins and Mallard, Newhall chmbrs, 
Newhall st. <aage 7a 
Poppleton, William, Huddersfield, Engineer. July 8 at 11 at offices 
of Dransfield, Ramsden st, Huddersfi eld 
Rees, amg OS Dinas, Glamorgan, Draper. July 5 at 12 at offices 
of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Rust, Frank, Gloucester, it Merchant. June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Champney, College court, Gloucester 
— Amos, Salford, Lancashire, Bricklayer, July 6 at 11 at 
ces of Preston and Young, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Schofield, Matthew George, orley, Batley, York, Tailor. July 7 at 
3 at offices of Wells, Cookridge st, Leeds 
Seal, Arthur » Birmingham, Hook and Bye Manufacturer. 
“uly 15 at 3 at of Rowlands and Co, Colmore row, Birming- 


Sedgerick, John, Croydon, Surrey, Fruiterer. July 15 at 3 at 
Mullen’s Hotel. Ironmonger lane. Hare 

Smith, William, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. July 7 at 3 at offices 
Huggins and Mallard, Newhall chmbrs, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Spooner, John, Northchapel, near Petworth, Sussex, Co Dealer. 
July 8 at 2 at the Railway Hotel, Haslemere. White, Guildford 

nok Gray, William, Darfield, York, Grocer. July 6 ‘at 4 at offices 

Eastgate, Barnsley” 

Stockwell, George, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Labourer. July 6 at 
11 at offices of Davies, Alma pl, Neath 

Sutcliffe, David, Rochdale, Lancaster, Saddler. July 7 at 3 at offices 
of Molesworth, Central ¢ chmbrs, the Walk, Rochdale 

Sutcliffe, Jonas, ‘Queensbury, York, Outfitter. July 7 at 4 atthe 
Creditors’ Association, Southgate, Halifax 

Sutcliffe. William Greenwood, Dulwich road, Surgeon. July 2 at 12 
at —- Hotel, Ironmonger lane. Hare, Pinner’s court, Old 


Broad s 
Tebbutt, Dots Belgrave, Leicester, [ron Moulder. me 7 at ll at 
offices of Loseby and Battiscombe, "Mark pl, Leiceste 

Thomas, John Owen, Bethesda, Carnarvon, oanemeian. July 6 at 

= Station Commercial Hotel, Bangor. Hughes and Pritchard, 
angor 

Vaughan, William, Pontefract, York, Contractor. July 6 at 3 at 
offices of Kaberry, Ropergate, Pontefract 

Walker, Ly me Bradford, York, Potato Merchant. July 5 at 11 at 
Offices of Peel and Co, C 1 lane, Bradferd 

Weaver, a Kempsey, “Worcester, Builder. July 7 at 11 at 
offices of Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 

White, ee oe Samuel, Leicester, "General Dealer. July 7 at 3 at 
offices of Burgess and Williams, Berridge st, Leicester 

ore, Samuel, Taunton, Somerset, Milliner. July 4at 10 at 

offices of Foster and Easton, Cheapside, Taunton 

Williamson, Henry King, Leicester, Grocer. July ll at3at offices 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Wright, phraim, Dise, Norfolk, Hawker. July 11 at 12 at Ridler’s 
Hotel, Holborn. Walpole, Beyton Lodge, near Bury St Edmunds 

Young, "Prank, Troy Town, Rochester, Grocer. July 6 at 3 at Bull 
Hotel, Rochester. Great astgate 

Young, John Greenfield, Bradford, York, Butcher. July 6 at 11 at 
offices of Greaves and Taylor, Cheapside, Bradford 


Tvrspay, June 28, 1881. 


Abbott, George, Finsbury-circus, Opthalmic Surgeon. July 13 at 12 
at 203, Bishopsgate-st. Jackson 

Apple: yard, Martin, Holbeck, Leeds, Dyer. July 8 at 3 at offices of 
Pullan, 11, Albion-st, Leeds. Dunn and French, Leeds 

Arnold, Lewis, Sparkbrook, igo. res Painter. July 11 at 12 at 
44, Cherry-st, Birmingham. Jag; 

Atkin, George, Boston, Lincoln, Boot 3 Maker, July 11 at 2 at Peacock 
Hotel, Boston. Spurr, Hull 

Aylott, ‘James Matthew, Poland-st, Oxford-st, Cheesemonger. July 
12 at 3 at offices of Moore, 71, Great Queen-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Bear, Henry, Clapham-park- rd, Grocer. July 12 at 2 at offices of 
Creditors’ Association, 5, Arthur-st East, London-bridge. May 
& Co, Adelaide-place 

Biggs, James, Johnson-st, Commercial-rd, Wholesale Clothier. July 
Sat 12 at 40, King-st, © heapside. Swaine 

Bosher. Thomas, Middlesex, and Bosher, Thomas Henry, Hounds- 
ditch, Fancy Warehousemen. July 12 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham- st, Spyer and Son, Winchester.house, Old Broad.st 

Bristow, John, Liverpool. Tobacco Agent. July 13. at 3 at offices of 
Ivey, 4, Church-st, Liverpool. Lupton, Liverpool 

Carter, Samuel, Huddersfield, Boatman. July 11 at 2 at Lord-st, 
Huddersfield. Armitage 

Clarke, Lydia, Brighton, Fancy Repository Keeper. July 12 at 2 at 
5, Guildball-echmbs, Basinghall-st. Pittman 

Cockshott, William Henry, Blackburn, Innkeeper. July 12 at 3 at 
offices of Malam Brothars, Exchange Flags, Blackburn 

‘Comber, John, Cuckfield, Sussex, Builder. June 13 at 12 at Terminus 
Hotel, Brighton, Hillman, Lewes 

Corson,’ James, Lid 1, Watchmaker. July 13 at 3 at offices of 
Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool, Blackhurst und 
Fretson, Liverpool” 

ree, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. July 23 at 11 at 

Imperial “Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Thompson, 
Barrow-in-Furness 

‘Coney. Perry, Norton Subeourse, Norfolk, Butcher, July 13 at 3 at 
offices of — Hall aor, Gt Yarmout: h 

Ianac, Cambridge rd, Mile Knd, Butcher. July 18 at 12 at 

ref Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Fulcher, 


mn noy 
Dalton, William, jun, Ulnes Walton, nr Preston,, Lancaster, Farmer, 


July 13 at 11 at offlees of Whitfeld, Townhall, *Ohorle ay 
Davey, Williens Sony Pomegnngnen. July ath ‘at offices of 
e 


tohouse, udley 
Davios, nrioe, Jonaph, Yetreszfodws, 7 wae Grocer, July 0 at 12 at 
Pontypridd, 





Davies, Thomas, sure, E ilan, G ' Butcher. 

July 9 at 12 at offices o Renapes thighour Pons 

Davis, William, Rock. Woreester, Coal Master. July 11 at 11 at office 
of Whitcombe, Load st, Bewdley 

Drinkwater, Thomas, Great Malvern, Worcester, Confectioner. 
July 8 at 4.at offices of Frank Tarleton, Beauchamp. ter, Great 

vern 

Duttson, William Henry Jones, and Walter Rosebrook Duttson, 
Mincing lane, Colonial Brokers, July 13 at 3 at 111, Cheapside, 
Stopher and Rundie, Coleman st 

Eaton, Benjamin, Sheffild, Stationer. July 6 at.3 at offices of 
Pierson, Queen st, Sheffield 

Edwards, William, Stafford, Stationer. July 9 at 12 at offices of 
Bowen, Martin st, Staff: ‘ord 

cc Thomas, Leeds, Woollen Merchant. Be Sat 3 at offices of 

Messrs. Dunn and French, East parade, Leeds 

Evans, Lewis, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 13 at3 at 
offices of Williams, Pen 5q, Pontypridd 

Flint, Joseph Mercer, Seddlescombe, Sussex, Farmer. July 9 at 2 
at offices of Langham, Robertson st, Hastings 

Freeman, Edward, Howard st, South Hornsey. Wheelwright. July 
11 at 3 at offices of pongens came -_ fields 

Gardner, George John. ay end House 
Decorator. July 11 at Py of Guildhall = tng Gresham st. Furse 
Neave, Cheapside 

Gilbert, Thomas, Small! Heath, teeningiae, a ae ge 
July 19 at 3, at offices o of Messrs. Ro lands, Bagnall, and Co, 
Colmor row, Birmingham 

Giles, William, Fletton, Huntingdon, Coal Merchant. July 11 at 11 
at offices of Deacon and Wilkins, Cross st, Peter! 

Gray, Edward Henry,-Woolwich, Labourer. July 6 at2 at offices of 
Hope, Chancery lane 

Haigh, William, Goleer., Huddersfield, Builder. July 14 at 3 
at offices of Ramsden and Co, John William s st, Huddersfiel 

Hall, John Samuel, Bath st, Cityrd, NS Ironmonger. July 18 
at 3 at offices of Phippos, Farringdon st 

Hancocke, William, T: taffo Licensed Victualler. J 38 
at 11.30 at the Sasuekiy Rooms, Kidsgrove. Sherratt, 
grove 

Hanson, Henry, jun, Stockport, Chester, of no occupation. July 14 
at 2 at offices of Newton. Bank chambers, Market place, Stock- 


port 

Harlow, John, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. July 8 at 3 at 
3 at offices of Westwood, Bennett’s hill, Birmin; 

Harris, Charles, Broughton, Lancaster, Skirt Manufacturer. 
= 13 at 3 at offices of Marlow and Dixon, Cross street, Man- 


Sem. William Henry, Crackenedge, Dewsbury; Tanner. July 12 at 
10.15 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, ‘ 
Hider, William, and Charles Truefoot Mead, Liverpool, Commission 

Agents. July 14 at 12 at offices of Carruthers, Lord st, Liver- 


tabover, Richard, Strand, Licensed Victualler. July 12 at 3 at offices 
of Bolton and Mote, Gray’s inn sq 

Houldershaw, William, Heckmondwike, York, Pork Butcher. 
July 9 at 1! at offices of Peel and Co, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Howarth, Samuel, and Thomas Garst, Ancoats, Manchester, Chair 
and Sofa Manufacturers. July 14 at 3 at offices of Rylance, Essery 
st, Manchester 

Humphr rays, James, Clapham rd, Licensed Victualler. July 7 at 3 
at Mullens’ Hotel, Ironmonger.- lune. Holland, St Swithin’s-lane, 
King William st 

Jobbins, Henry Thomas, High st, South Norwood, Baker. July $ 
at 4at Cannon st Hotel, Hoyle, Throgmorton st 

Johnson, Joseph, Birkenhead, Chester, Florist July $ at 2.30 a6 
offices of Hannan and Pugh, Duncan st, Birkenhead 

Katch, Albert, Atdermanbury-postern, Commission Merchant. 
July 21 at2 at offices of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Fins- 
bury-cireus 

Kefalas, Mary Jenet, Liverpool. Outfits July 9 at 1 at offices of 
Nordon, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Kitchen, Job, Fairfield, nr Buxton, Licensed Victualler. July 9 at 
12 at offices of Brown and Ainsworth, Hardwicke Mount, Buxton 

Lake, Henry, and Henry Spurgeon, Delorne st, Fulham, Builders. 
July 15 at3 at offices of Cooper, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields 

Langlands, William, Quebec, Durham, Grocer. July 15 at 2 at office 
of Salkeld, Elvet- bridge, Durham 

Letheren, George, Iddesleigh, nr Oakehampton Devon, Parmer. 
July 12 at 11 at offices of Square and Co, Bank of England chmbrs 
Plymouth 

Lewis, Francis, Stockton-on-Tees, out of business. July 11 at 1 
at ottices of Dodds and Co, Finkle street, Stockton-on-Tees 

Martin, Andrew, Castleford, York, Tea Dealer. July 11 at 3 at 
Commercial Hotel, Upper Albion st, Leeds, Last and Betts, Brad. 


ford 

Martin, John, Brighton, Wine Merchant. July 12 at 3 at offices of 
Finch, Borough High st, Southwark 

Matthews, Esther, Southwark Park rd, Cheesemonger. July Tat 
3 at offices of Satfery and Huntley, Tooley st, Southwark 

Mayer, William, Kentish Town rd, Timber Merchant, July 4at3 
at Tower chmbrs, London Wall. Woodfin and Wray 

Molyneaux, Henry Hearn, Maidenhead, Berks, Engineer. July 15 
at 2 at offices of Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry, 

Norbury, Alfred Brown, Widnes, Lancaster, General 
July 14 at 3 at Grosvenor Hotel, Victoria rd, Widnes. Nuttal and 
Son, Manchester 

Norcross, Smith, James Norcross, and John Noreress, Chorlten- 
upon-Medlock, Masons, July Mat 3 at Dog and — 
Hotel, Fennell st, Corporation st, Manchester, and € 
Manchester 

Osborne, John, Leek, Stafford, Fraiterer. July 12 at 10.90 at adfices 
of Bloor, Stockwel Ny at, Leek. Redfern, Leek 

Powell, Christopher Henry, Aston, Warwick, Corn in July 13 
at Sat oftloes of Horton, Colmore row, Birmi 

Powell, William, Birmingham, Blacksmith, July Dat 10 at offices 
) £ bole. Somes aa a. Gugeien dine mei 

Ranklo, ¢ wen, ys at 
offices of Waldron, High st, buoy E Hin 


evens ony se eos Sop ate ners 
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Ray. Joseph Clark, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. July 12 at 12 at 
offices of Stokoe, Fawcett st, Sunderland 

Rees, Llewellyn, Rhondda Valley, Glam: Draper. July 5 at 
offices of Beckingham, Albion chbrs, Bristol, in lieu of place 
originally named ; 

Riley, Edward, Droylesden, Lancaster, Insurance Agent. July 11 
a 8 at Falstaff Hotel, Market pl, Manchester. Tremewen, Man- 
chester 

Rogers, William, Oldswinford. Worcester, Hay Dealer., July 14 at 3 
at Offices of Addison, High st, hig, Be 

Shorter, Henry, Prince’s st, Barbican, Wholesale Fancy Stationer, 
July 14 at 2 at Manchester Hotel, Aldersgate st, Webb and Son, 
Barbican 

Simpson, Isaac, Queniborough, Leicester, Baker. July 11 at 12 at 
offices of Burgess and Williams, Berridge st, Leicester 

Smith, Albert Cecil, Birmingham, Draper. July 8 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Smith, Joseph, Cleckheaton, York, Tobacconist. July 7 at 3 at office 
of Sykes, Heckmondwike 

Soden, Alfred, New Malden, Surrey, Builder. July 12 at 11 at office 
of Blake and Snow, College hill, Cannon st 

Spencer, Robert, Ormskirk, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. July 11 
at 11 at offices of Brighouse and Brighouse, Ormskirk 

Thompson, Thomas, North Shields, Boot Dealer. July 8 at 3 at 
offices of Ogilvie, Howard st. North Shields 

Tippins, John Alfred, Keane ter, West Kensington, Dairyman. 
July 18 at 11 at offices of Cooke and Parkinson. Chancery lane 

Tompkin, William, Brookfield-ter, Dartmouth Park-hill, July 8 at 
3 at 12, St. Martin’s-court, Leicester-square. Willis 

Tookey, William, Cheetham, Manchester, Grocer. July 9 at 11 at 
offices of Credland, 30, Cross-st, Manchester 

Turnbull, John, Hoyland Nether, York, Hatter. July 11 at 12 at 
Gray, 7, Eastgate, Barnsley : 

Turner, Cornelius, Stanley, near Wakefield, Boat Builder. July 12 
at 11 at offices of Wainwright and Mason, Townhall-chmbs, King- 
st, Wakefield 

Vicarage, Thomas, Clevedon, Somerset, Carpenter. July 8 at 11 at 
offices of Parsons, 16, High-st, Bristol. Woodforde 

Wall, Moira, Birmingham, Stone Mason. July 11 at 11 at offices 
of Eaden, 21, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 

Weaver, William Richard, Grantham, Lincoln, of no occupation. 
July 8 at 3 at St Peter’s-hill, Grantham. Schofield 

Wells, William Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Baker. July 11 at 11 at 
offices of Bill, 5, Bridge-st, Walsall 

Whitehouse, George, Gutter-lane, Warehouseman, July 15 at 2 at 
offices of Smith and Co, 12, Bread-st, Cheapside . 

Whitlock, Edwin, Sheffield, Mason. July 11 at 11 at offices of 
Porrett, 2, Bank-st, Sheffield 

Wilkins, Benjamin, Birkenhead, Chester, Ironmonger. July 9 at 11 
- — of Bleakley and Downham, 51, Hamilton-square, Birken- 


Williams, Ellen, High Wycombe, Bucks, Chair Manufacturer. July 
14 at3 at Falcon Hotel, High Wycombe. Reynolds, High Wycombe 
Wolff, Solomon, Mildmay-grove, Stoke Newington, Manufacturer’s 
ar July 9 at 3 at offices of Cattlin, 25, Wormwood-st, Old 
road-st 
Young, Thomas, North End, Croydon, Solicitor. July 6 at 3 at 
Kennan’s Hotel, Crown-court, Cheapside 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Gnarantesd Pare Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Facnity pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
veverage fcr Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
A: valids aod Children.” 

z Highly commended by the entire Medica )Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
«eeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
““RICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and 1s REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

“inde instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, coating less than a halfpenny. 

Cocoatima A La VAMILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapert 
a Chocolate, and niay be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ihited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 38., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 








HEDOZONE. 
THE ORIGINAL et Se ee SPARKLING 
H EDOZONE. — MORE REFRESHING THAN 


CHAMPAGNE. 
H EDOZONE. 
EDOZONE.—HEDOZONE IS A GRATEFUL 
REFRESHMENT. 
H EDOZONE. 


‘preteen E.—IT WILL SUSTAIN THE WORKER, 
RE-ANIMATE THE WEARY, 
INVIGORATE THE FEFBLE, 
AND RESTORE THE INVALID. 
EDOZONE. 


Of Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Grocers. 
Manufacturers: PACKHAM & CO. (Limited), Croydon. 
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ROBE SR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole f hs Judicial Bench: 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 

inserting particulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER: 

of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or- 

Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 

post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 

particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five days. 
previous to end of preceding month. 

Valuations for Probate and Transfer. Surveys. 


Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, S.W. 
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SECURITIES, 


FOUR PER CENT. BONDS, PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST 
PAYABLE IN LONDON. 


FOR £977,000 AND £388,300. 


The National Bank of Australasia, 149, Leadenhall-street, E.C., is 
authorized by the undersigned to receive Tenders for South 
Australian Government Securities amounting to £977,000, being the 
amount authorized by the Act of the South Australian Parliament, 
No. 159, of 1879, assented to 25th October, 1879; and for £388,300, 
being the total amount authorized by the Act.of the South Australian 
Parliament, No. 189, of 1880, assented to 28th October, 1880; for the 
construction of Railways and for other Public Purposes. 

The Bonds, which are for £1,000, £500, £200 and £100, bear 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, commencing on the Ist 
April, 1881, 

Principal and interest are made payable in London; the interest 
by coupon on the Ist of October and Ist of April of each year, and 
the principal of the issue of £977,000, herein announced, and the 
principal of the issue of £388,300, at par on the Ist April, 1916; the 
first coupon being payable on the Ist October, 1881. 

A copy of the authorizing Acts may be inspected at the office of 
the undersigned. 

Tenders, made in accordance with the annexed form, will be 
received by the National Bank of Australasia until 2 o’clock on 
Tuesday, the 5th July, when they will be opened in the presence of 
such of the applicants as may desire to be in attendance. _ 

The Bonds will be allotted to the highest bidders, provided the 
rates offered are not below £102 for every £100 tendered for. 

Tenders at a price including a fraction of a shilling other than 
sixpence will not be necessarilly accepted, and in the event of an 
equality of Tenders beyond the amount of these Bends, a pro rata 
distribution on such Tenders will be made. 

Payments must be made as follows, viz.—£5 per cent. of the 
nominal amount with the Tender, and the Balance on the 2nd 
August, 1881, when the Bonds will be delivered. 

Eorms of Tender may be obtained at the office of the National 
Bank of Australasia, or of the undersigned. 

ARTHUR BLYTH, : 
Agent-General for the Government of South Australia, 
8, Victoria Chambers, Westminster, 
27th June, 1881. 





Form or TenpER. 


SOUTH AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
FOUR PER CENT. BONDS. 
To the Manager of 


The National Bank of Australasia, 149, Leadenhall Street, E.C. 
Sir,—I (or we) hereby tender for £ Bonds of the Govern- 
ment of South Australia, according to the notice of the Agent- 
General, dated the 27th June, 1881, on which [ (or we) enclose the 
required deposit of £ » and undertake to pay £ for 
every £100 in Bonds, and to accept the same or any less amount 
that may be allotted to me (or us) and to pay the instalmenst and 
balance in emmatien | with the terms of the said notice. 
BINC.ccccesce spas ii 









o. 











AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,600,000 sterling. 
Chairman—Jamzs Cuppoyn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith- 
building, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—O. Pemprrton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solici- 
tor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
Whole World and Unconditional Life Policits granted at a slightly 
increased rate of Premium, 
Policies of Insurance granted against the contingency of Issue 
at moderate rates of Premiwm, 
Advances made on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reversions,. 
whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectus, Copies of the Accounts as deposited with the Board: 
of Trade, aud every information sent on application to 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 















